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At a meeting of the Church of Christ in Lancaster, 
October 14th, 1832^ the following preamble and vote 
were adopted. 

As it appears to this Church that our brother James G. 
Carter has caused to be printed the communication made by 
him on the day of his removal from the office of Deacon, in 
which, after a fortnight's deliberation, he refused to comply 
with the request of the brethren that he would resign his of- 
fice ; and as by this publication it is rendered our indispensa- 
ble duty to efface, as far as possible, the unfair impressions it 
is calculated to make — 

Therefore, Voted, That the reply of the Pastor to the com- 
munication of Deacon James G. Carter, both of which were 
directed to be placed on the files of the Church, with the de- 
sign that no greater publicity should be given them, and in 
addition to this that the records of the church in relation to 
his case be also printed for the information and use of the 
members. 

Attest, NATHl. THAYER, Pastor, 

The two notes which form a part of this pamphlet are 
collected from what the Pastor believes to be authentic 
records and sources. He is solely responsible for their 
introduction. He gives them this publicity in the belief, 
that it will be a gratification to the brethren, and will be 
important in forming a judgment, to be placed in posses- 
sion of all the facts which are connected with the chief 
grounds of the general and almost unprecedented excite- 
ment. 
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RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS 

OF THE CHURCH OF CHRIST IN LANCASTER, 
IN THE CA8B OV 

DEACON JAMES G. CARTER. 



At a meeting of the Church of Christ in Lancaster, 
June 1st, 1832, Prayer for light and a blessing was offered. 

The Pastor, with a desire to stand justified in calling a 
meeting of the Church, narrated three interviews he had 
sought with Deacon James G. Carter, in reference to cir- 
cumstances which were occasions of grief to many mem- 
bers of the Church. He also read a note from Deacon 
Carter, informing him of his purpose, "if in health and 
able," to officiate at the Lord's Table the next Sabbath. 
He farther stated, that desirous of treating Dea. Carter 
with all possible tenderness, and of having his own course 
and the proceedings of the Church candidly and impar- 
tially examined, he offered for consideration this propo- 
sition ; viz : " That three Clergymen mutually chosen, or 
two Clergymen and a Layman, of our own denomination, 
be requested to give us their advice in answer to this 
question : Is it expedient in view of the civil action com- 
menced by Deacon James G. Carter on account of a crime 
with which he was publicly accused, and in view also of 
the general dissatisfaction and grief of the members of this 
Church, that he resign his office as a Deacon of the 
Church?" 
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The following was also stated by the Pastor as the pur- 
pose for which this church-meeting was called ; viz : To 
ask advice and direction of the brethren, " whether in view 
of the present state of things in our relation to Dea. James 
G. Carter, and a knowledge of the feelings and opinions 
of many members of the Church, it is expedient and pro- 
per that he officiate at the approaching celebration of the 
Lord's Supper ?" After considerable discussion, on mo- 
tion, it was voted that this meeting be adjourned on con- 
dition that Dea. James G. Carter will abstain from his 
official duties on the next Lord's day. 

Voted and chose Dea. Joel Wilder, brothers Moses Smith 
and Samuel Carter, a committee to confer with Dea. James G. 
Carter, and ascertain whether he will comply with the condi- 
tion on which the preceding vote was passed, and report im- 
mediately. Their report was in the affirmative. 

Whereupon, voted, that this meeting stand adjourned till 
Friday, the 29th inst. at 4 o'clock P. M., then to be holden at 
the meeting-house ; and that notice be given of this adjourn- 
ment from the pulpit on the preceding Sabbath. 

Attest, NATHl. THAYER, Pastor. 

June 29th, 1832. 

The Church assembled agreeably to adjournment and 
united in Prayer. 

The record of the proceedings of the last meeting being 
read, the Pastor requested the Church to take into con- 
sideration and decide on the advice he had given Dea. 
James G. Carter to resign his office as Deacon of the 
Church. 

After some remarks, a motion was made and seconded 
that the Church express by a vote their desire that Dea. 
James G. Carter resign the office of Deacon. 

A motion that when the vote should be called it be 
decided by Yeas and Nays passed in the negative. 
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Whereupon, Voted, (21 brethren voting in the affirmative,) 
That it is the desire of this Church that Dea. James G. Carter 
resign his office as Deacon* 

y On being asked by the Pastor whether he was pre- 
pared to reply to this vote, he answered that he was not, 
but if indulged with a fortnight for consideration he would 
be,in readiness. 

It was then on motion, voted, that this meeting stand 
adjourned to receive the answer of Dea. Carter till this 
day fortnight, July 13, at 5 o'clock, P. M.; that it be 
holden at the meeting-house, and public notice be given 
as in the former instance. 

Attest, NATHl. THAYER, Pastor. 

July 13, 1832. 

The Church assembled in pursuance of their vote of 
adjournment, and sought the direction and blessing of 
Heaven in Prayer. 

Dea. James G. Carter, being requested, made a com- 
munication to the Church in reply to their vote at the pre- 
ceding meeting, by which he was requested to resign his 
office as a Deacon of the Church. Near the conclusion 
he thus answered their request ; " I shall not under the 
present circumstances of the case resign the office of Dea- 
con in the Church." 

After a miscellaneous discussion, the Pastor asked the 
indulgence of the brethren to a few remarks.* 

Voted, That the communication of Dea. James G. Carter 
and all the papers and records relating to the case be placed 
on file, to be at the disposal of the Church. 

On motion, Voted, That Dea. James G. Carter be removed 
from his office as a Deacon of the Church. 

* These remarks are embodied in the reply of the Pastor to the com- 
munication of Dea. James G. Carter. 
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N. B. At the time the above vote was passed a deck* 
ration was made that thirteen brethren had voted affirm- 
atively. Facts which have since come to my knowledge 
prove that the hand of two brethren was not perceived by 
the Pastor, and that there were fifteen affirmative votes. 

Voted, That this meeting be dissolved. 

Attest, NATHl. THAYER, Pastor. 

July 22d, 1832. 
The brethren being requested to tarry after Divine 
Service, the Pastor desired them to direct that a manu- 
script he was about to read, and which embodied the 
remarks verbally made by him on hearing the communi- 
cation of Dea. James G. Carter at the church -meeting on 
July 13th, be placed on file with said communication, as 
a reply to it, and be at the disposal of the Church. 

The manuscript being read, on motion, Voted^ That it 
be placed on file as requested by the Pastor. 

Attest, NATHl, THAYER, Pastor. 

A true copy firom the records. 

Attest, NATHl. THAYER, Pastor. 
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REPLY. 



BRETHREN OP THE CHURCH. 

The communication recently made by Deacon James 
G. Carter to this Church must have been perceived to be 
chiefly a personal accusation of our brother Ezra Sawyer 
and myself. As it is directed by a vote that that commu- 
nication be placed on file, and as it will of course be sub- 
ject to inspection at any future period, I request as a favor 
that this may accompany it. I consider it due to myself, 
to our brother who is also accused, to the Church, and to 
the cause and interest of religion. 

In the discharge of his official duties, I am happy to 
admit, that Deacon Carter has been exemplary and faith- 
ful ; and that in his superintendence and direction of our 
Sabbath School he has been judicious and highly useful. 
I have no cause to represent him as having done me any 
personal injury during his official course. On the con- 
trary, I feel obliged to him for many tokens of kindness 
and respect. 

From the time of his election as Deacon of the Church 
it was known and lamented by me, that this event was a 
cause of deep solicitude and grief to many respectable 
members. Of this I scrupulously and faithfully informed 
him long before his acceptance of the office. Knowing 
that there was a diversity of judgment in relation to his 
appointment, I considered it a matter of expediency and a 
duty, after communicating to him my knowledge of exist- 
ing facts, to leave him to an independent decision. When 
2 
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on the day preceding his first performance of the duty 0/ 
an officer of the Church he called at my house to notify 
me of his acceptance of the office, I desired him to retain 
in remembrance the fact, that I had given him no advice, 
and that whatever might be the consequences resulting, I 
could take upon myself no part of the responsibility. 1 
have ever thought that Deacon Carter's retaining the land 
and money he received as a consideration for the estab^ 
lishment of a literary institution in this town, and his 
course in reference to the Lancaster Reading Room, were 
the prominent causes of the uneasiness and excitement 
which have existed. These being now subject to judicial 
investigation and decw^ion, it would ill become me or this 
Church to pronounce a sentence of acquittal or condem- 
nation. I introduce these topics for the simple purpose 
of recording the evidence that I have not been negligent 
in administering counsel to him as a christian brother. 

In the month of April, 1831, having attended with Dea, 
Carter the ordination of Rev. Mr. Gilbert, at Harvard, I 
embraced the opportunity, which I had long sought, to 
expostulate with him on the subject of retaining the money 
and land.* I said to him, that were it my last cent, I 

* In 1827, Mr. James G. Carter projected the plan of a 
literary institution in this town, whose principal object it 
should be to qualify Teachers for the instruction of common 
schools. Messrs. H. & G. Carter,, in behalf of themselves 
and their brother, who was then/absent, with other inhabit- 
ants, subscribed liberally for his encouragement. The Messrs. 
Carters contributed $900 towards the accomplishment of the 
design ; $306 were paid by them in land whrch they convey- 
ed to Mr. Carter. They paid in money a balance of $94. 
They also gave him a note of hand for $500. It is matter of 
• notoriety that the institution to aid in which these sums were 
subscribed is not in existence. The land is retained and imr> 
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would surrender it rather than keep in my possession 
prqperty which had been thus acquired. In the month 
of July or August of the same year, having visited with 
him the school near the Alms House, I introduced and 
enlarged on the subject of his not returning the books he 
had taken from the Reading Room.* I expressed my 

proved by him, and no restitution has been offered. For a 
proportion of the ^nfeans which was paid a suit has been ^^o^'t-c^ 
commenced, and is now pending. The note of hand for $500 
is still in bis possession. 

* In 1821 an Association was formed, which assumed the Q 
name of the ** Lancaster Reading Room." The original pro- 
prietors, of which number was Dea. James* G. Carter, obliged 
themselves to pay each $5,00 per year, and ten cents per day 
for each volume, when it had been kept from the Library more 
than ten days. At a subsequent period the term for many of 
the books was extended to three weeks. Each proprietor had 
the privilege of introducing a periodical work, for which he 
was to be allowed in the annual assessments. Dea. Carter 
furnished the Edinburgh Review, and in the account of the 
Association is credited for all his volumes $12,50. He has 
paid in cash and by another work for which he has credit 
also, $9,47, amounting in the whole which he has paid to 
$21,97. His regular assessments during his residence in 
this town and use of the Library, according to the principle to 
which the other proprietors have conformed, amounted to 
$37,53. He took from the Library and kept in possession 
for more than eighteen months a large number of valuable 
books. He was present at the meeting of the Association 
when a resolution was passed to sell the Library, and was 
present also at the vendue of the books. Of the books taken, 
and considered irregularly kept, he retains to this day ten 
volumes of *' The Massachusetts Historical Collections," 
which at the original cost are in value $19,33. His whole 
debt to the Association, including these volumes, is $56,06. 
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anxiety lest evil should result. The import of his reply 
after receiving my advice in both cases was, "I have 
practised condescension sufficiently long, and shall defend 
my own rights." The causes of excitement being suffered 
to remain, it can be no matter of surprise that there was 
a general burst of astonishment and indignation when at a 
late public vendue it was announced as a matter of noto- 
riety that Dea. James G. Carter had been a plunderer of 
'♦ the Reading Room. ^^T"" 

Collecting as was unavoidable from all quarters the 
general sentiment and feeling, I perceived that the crisis 
which I had long feared must come. If I know my own 
heart, it was my sincere desire and prayer that a course 
might be found the least painful and disgraceful to Deacon 
Carter, and which should least tend to interrupt the har- 
mony of this Church. I therefore selected Deacon Joel 
Wilder and brother Ezra Sawyer, two brethren whom I 
knew he had respected and confided in as friends, to be 
. associated with me in an interview with him. At a pre- 
w vious conversation, having contemplated and weighed all 
the circumstances of the case, and the generally excited 
state of the Church and Society, we had come to the con- 
clusion, that it was our duty to advise him to resign his 
office as Deacon. I suggested to him the importance of 
taking some early measures to efface the impression made 
upon the public mind, but there is no reasonable ground 
for all which he has said of my urging and hurrying him 
to the adoption of these measures. 



If the sum be deducted for which he has credit there will still 
be due from him $34,89. The dividend to which he will have 
a title when the above balance is paid will be $5,59. If fines 
had been exacted of him agreeably to the original regulations, 
and as other proprietors have paid, it would have added to his 
debt nearly $100. 
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The advice to resign the office of Deacon was given by 
all of us, and with a full conviction, which we have seen 
no cause to abandon, that this would have been the most 
eligible and prudent course. The advice however was so 
qualified as to prevent any possible injury in the prosecu- 
tion about to be commenced, and as should not imply an 
acknowledgment of guilt. He was advised in his commu- 

>nication to the Church to state what he then affirmed, 
that he had a consciousnes of rectitude, that he resigned 
out of tenderness and respect for his aggrieved brethren, 
and that he should embrace the earliest opportunity which 
presented for the vindication of his character. This ad- 
vice, thus qualified, was I hope given with tenderness and 
a Christian spirit. It was grounded on information, upon 
which I could confidently rely, that the circumstance 
that Deacon Carter was an officer in the Church had been 
the means of deterring respectable and excellent indi- 
viduals from offering themselves for admission to our 
communion ; that it was matter of dissatisfaction and grief 
to a large proportion of the present members of the Church ; 
and that his continuance in office alarmingly endangeted 
the peace and prosperity of the Church and Society. For 
doing what I esteemed my imperious duty under these 
circumstances, I have received in return the communica- 
tion which is placed on the files of the Church. The 
information was once and again repeated to Deacon Carter, 
that no formal complaint had been brought against him ; 
that no catalogue of accusers could or would be furnished ; 
that under existing circumstances there was no wish or 
intention to deprive him of the enjoyment of any privilege 
of a Christian brother ; and for this obvious reason, that 
the chief causes of the present state of feeling in reference 
to him were about to be submitted to a civil tribunal, and 
that it would be improper for us in any way to interfere 
with their inquiries or decision. 
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I do most solemnly affirm, that the statement he ha^ 
made, that 1 first gave an unqualified answer in the affirm- 
ative to his question, whether in case he should leave the 
Society 1 would give him a dismission and recommendation 
to another Unitarian Society in the neighbourhood, has no 
foundation in truth. I think no one can give credit to this 
statement, who considers for one moment, that it was a 
question which must eventually be decided by the Church ; 
that in the course of that conversation I had told him, 
that in taking and retaining the books he had done what 
in my opinion was morally wrong. At the same time 
also I was informed by him, that he was about to com- 
mence a civil action for the vindication of his character. 
All which it was proper for me to say or which I did say 
was, that I would submit the question, if desired, to the 
brethren, and that the present would be a very improper 
time to make the application. 

The proposition to submit to three Clergymen or to two 
Clergymen and a Layman the question whether it was 
expedient for Deacon Carter to resign his office, was 
offered by me with a view to conciliate and to gratify 
some members of the Church. My personal desire was 
that if the Church could be in harmony they should of 
themselves accomplish the business. 

I do not deem it to be necessary to add more particular 
remarks and explanations ; but will observe, that nothing 
in my hearing has dropped from the lips of our brother 
Sawyer which was inconsistent with a friendly and Christ- 
ian regard for the best interest and welfare of Deacon 
Carter, and for the peace and prosperity of the Church. 
I cannot but remark that some of the statements in his 
communication are incorrect, others highly coloured, and 
the whole calculated to make an unfair impression of 
the course which had been pursued. The farther my 
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knowledge of the feelings and desires of the members of 
this Church has extended, and the more particular my 
acquaintance is with the state and prospects of the So- 
ciety, the more firmly I am established in the belief, that 
the resignation or removal of Deacon James G. Carter 
was an indispensable measure, and that had he complied 
with the advice first given him, it would have been most 
for his own good, and for the quiet and happiness of this 
Christian community. 

NATHl. THAYER. 

A true copy firom the files of the Church. 

Attest, NATHl. THAYER, Pastor. 
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To th€ JEtev. Nathanibl Thatu^ V. J). 

PMor of the Congregational Church in LaneasUr : 

Sir, — I have for some time been compelled to regard the uih 
fortunate controversy^ purportiijig to be carried on for the last 
few months, between me and my brethren of the Churchy over 
which you preside, as really and from the beginning between 
me and yourself What are the grounds of this opinion, aJs well 
as for the belief, most sincerely entertained, that you and you 
alone are ahnost wholly responsible for the introduction of the 
difficulty into the Church, will, I trust, i^pear by most abundant 
evidence, in the subsequent pages of this letter. But the readi- 
ness with which your opinions meem to have been iwlopted by 
our brethren, — at least the promptitude, with which your wishes 
appear by ^our records to have been executed by the church, 
— and the mgenious and eictraordinary manner in which your 
measures have been covered and sustained by majorities of 
those menders of the church, who could be persuaded to take 
any part in the late proceedings against me, have hitherto pre- 
vented the controversy from assuming its true character* 

The recent printing, however, of yotir records of the church* 
together with a statement of yow own, termed by you a '^ reply'' 
to a communication made by me to the church, and driawn from 
me to them by a vote of theirs requesting me to resign my 
office, the whole prefaced by an ample and argumentative pream- 
ble and vote, submitted to the church by yourseff, enable me, with 
the strictest propriety, to address myself, without any apology, 
to you ; either in controverting the facts by you alleged, — in 
exposing the sophistry of your reasonings,-— or in explanation 
of any of my motives and actions by you arraigned. 

Happy indeed should I be, if when i have addressed this letter 
to you my duties were also well done to myself, — to the church of 
yifbkk. W0 m^ tMr0threi^*-4o «mr sister ^hiirches,-«>-and tp the 
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cause of christian truth and liberty. But it is not so, and I re- 
ffret — most sincerely and unfeisnedlj regret — that it is not so. 
Circumstances, however, in which I have had no agency, and 
over which I could exercise no control, seem otherwise to have 
ordered. And it becomes my sacred and indispensable duty, 
from which no considerations of delicacy or of a personal na- 
ture will allow me to shrink, to adapt both the kina and degree 
of my measures of defence to the circumstances, in wUch, 

r^ chiefly by your agency, I have been placed. 

^ The attitude you have voluntarily assumed in the controversy, 

by appending to the '^ Records and Files of the Church," print- 
ed by a vote of the church and for the ^^ use of the members," 
• notes of your own, certainly calculated, if not designed, deeply 
to affect my honor and my christian character, would leave no 
shadow of doubt in my mind, even if any existed before, and 
can leave no doubt on the minds of our brethren, what are now 
your personal feelings towards me, notwithstanding your repeat- 
ed and solemn asservations of tenderness and regard. The 
extensive circulation in the community, you have ^iven to (he 
pamphlet thus compiled upon your '^ sole responsibility," not 
only without any authority or permission of the church but 
against the very letter of its vote, has forced the consideration 
of the subject upon them ; and obliged the public at large, 
as well as your brethren of the church, to judge of the purity 
of the motives and the consistency of the principles, which 
have governed your course in the recent proceedings against 
me. So judicious and timely, for your purposes, was the com- 
pilation and distribution of your pamphlet through the commu- 
nity, that even a judge of the court, before which the civil actions 
therein named were then pending, was served with a copy, — 
purporting, as it did, to contain statements of facts sanctioned 
with the great authority of your name, touching two cases, 
which he might and probably would, soon, be called upon offi- 
cially to adjudicate. Thus either by your own direct agency, 
or by your means, was a flagrant and scandalous attempt made 
V* to poison the very sources of justice ! 

Having thus distinctly and unequivocally appealed to the 
public, you have compelled me, by a necessity, which I can 
neither resist nor evade, to follow you, and to appear with you 
before that august tribunal, in whose presence both you and I 
may well feel awe, when we come to discuss questions such as 
are presented by your pamphlet. But as you have deliberately 
chosen your own tribunal, you cannot, hereafter, take exception 
to the jurisdiction of the court before whom issue is joined upon 
your own appeal. It is not without a deep and oppressive ^ 
sense of the fearful odds against me, that I enter upon the 
attempt to controvert facts by you publicly and officially stated. 
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I am well aware, and you seem perfectly to understand and 
greatly to rely upon the circumstance, that on questions of fact 
at issue between us, where neither is sustained by other evi- 
dence, your age, your profession, and the strong desire per- 
vading the community to sustain the purity and honor of your ' 
profession, all conspire to raise a presumption in your favor. 
And the more am I astonished and grieved, that you should 
have found it in your heart, to array the whole weight of your 
talents, your venerable years, and your professional reputatioui 
against one comparatively so humble, so inexperienced in con- 
troversy, and so inoffensive, by your own admission, against 
you. But I am cheered and encouraged to the discharge of 
my disagreeable, though I believe indispensible duty in this 
behalf, by the unchangable nature of truth and the impregnable 
justice of my cause. I have also the consoling reflection, that 
on all material points of the controversy I am sustained by an 
accumulation of positive and circumstantial evidence, more 
than sufficient to overthrow any presumption you have raised 
or can hope to raise in your favor. 

These few preliminary remarks .will, I trust, sufficiently ex- 
plain the motives, with which I address you; as well as the 
necessity under which I act, in making my communication to 
you public. I propose now to remind you of some of the facts 
in the history of my relation to you as pastor of our church; 
and then to refresh your recollection with a pretty full account of 
the commencement and course of my official relation tqyou and 
my brethren of the church. For you seem recently to have ' 
forgotten, or at least to presume that others have forgotten, some 
very material parts of this history; unless you are prepared at 
once to admit, that you have abandoned all pretensions to con- 
sistency in your official conduct, and in the principles, by which 
-you are governed in your treatment of your christian brethren. 

I became a resident in Lancaster, and personally acquainted 
with you as a clergyman soon after I left the University in the 
Autumn of 1820. And since that time, with the exception of 
a temporary residence in Bostoh of about two years, I have 
been your parishioner, and constantly attended your public in- 
structions. In the Spring of 1822, in conformity with my con- 
victions of duty in that regard, I made a public profession of 
religion and connected myself with the church, under your 
pastoral care. Soon after, I was appointed by my brethren, a ' 
delegate to represent with you our church in a council to be 
convened in Burlington, Vt. for the ordination of Rev. Mr. 
Ingersoll. Circumstances, however, compelled me to decline 
an attendance of the council, against your strong personal 
solicitations. From the winter of 1826:-7, to the Spring of 
1830, when I was elected to be a deacon of the church, my 
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li&AriUSt^^l' Bsk4 eoddiidl^ tmder eircuinstaMts of paovUftr f%t^ 
plenty and trials which wttl by and by b« more paiticulwij 
alluded tOj wai» brought mintitely under the inspection of our 
brethren, and especially under your owa personal inspection. 
And notwithstanding the se? ere ordeal, to which I had beott 
exposed for four years^ by the open, Tocifbroes, and oonsiirtenl^ 
though I must add for the sake of truths perserering, and un- 
compromising hostility of some members of the parish, who 
hlive exercised an in&ence upon its concerns as well as tho#<s 
of the church, not at all due to their talents, education or moral 
worth; and notwithstanding the sererer ordeal, to which I had 
been exposed^ by the treachery of other members of the parish, 
Wh6 derired their chief power to injure me from their false and 
unprincipled professions of friendship, my election to the office 
df deaccm, under circumstances of remarkable deliberation^ 
was almost unanimous, — ^more unanimous, as you at the time 
informed me^ than any other election to the same office except 
one, which had occurred since your ordination, and that, too^ 
by a much larger vote than has erer since bean given, even on 
an incidental question, during the late pnx^e^ings against 
me. 

I have said that iny election to the office of deacon was made 
under circumstances of ^^ remarkable deliberation;." and it 
seenis necessary to remind you of what those circumstimces 
were. The office of a deacon having become vacant in our 
church \^ the resignation of my immediate predecessor, the 
subject of filling the vacancy was brought officially before the 
brethren April 4, 1830. To give time fbr deliberation, the 
choice was postponed, and particularly assigned for April 8, 
immediately afler the exercises of the Annual Fast. After the 
vacancy was known to exist, and particularly after the time 
was appointed for filling it; it was mentioned to me by several 
of my brethren, that I had been named as a candidate. I uni- 
fbrmly expressed my reluctance to being even named as a can* 
didate; and to B<»ne I gave as one reason for it, that it would 
exasperate my enemies out of the church. Notwithstanding 
the repeated expressions of my personal feelings in regard to 
the office, when the church assembled, April 8, 1 observed 
several baJlots bearing my name, as the members were taking 
their places previous to the organization of the meeting. The 
meeting being organized and the ballots being called for, I rose 
in my place, before any were deposited, and publicly declined 
being a candidate. I did then profess a reverence for the 
sacrediies^ of the office and a deep sense of the solemn respon- 
sibility its acceptance would involve ; and having thus distinctly 
withdrawii rbys^lf fi'om notice as « candidate, I respectfully 
requested thdM brethren, %iio had d^ftigtied «5 honor me with 
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triiof T«r WI9 cbftpeV) might «at«r upo» the diitioff of the office, 
trith Iho enC0Urftgmg r$flee|tioii tbit be h^d tbe uaanimotii 
ypioe of the eburci^. 

I fluppoiied that tb^ election wouM l^rtbwith proceed ; but 
•ftiBf « few moioeoifi delii7 and coneultAtion, H wae aioved bj- 
the #e»ior Deaeoo, tbet as the brethpeiR 4id *ot Appear to be 
read/ 4o act, ia eoaseiq|wence of brother Certer'e withdrawing 
himaelf aa a eaudidaife, the ch«rch sboald adjourn tiXL the next 
Siwday wedc, AprU 18th. The motion prevaiM, n^ 4>ne opr 
posing it, aad the ohupch wae accordingly adjourned. I do not 
now recollect that the eubjeet was meoitipned to me lEigain bf 
anyotte till Ae day of eleelion. Aa I was entering 4^biurch in the 
merooon pf ApDii IStfa, a brotjbher ep^riie to me and aajd, these 
was still a strong desire among the brethren, that I should be 
eleotedi and be hoped I would say no more, but let the vote be 
t^teo. The vote was taken^ and declared by you tto be almost 
unanimotts. Yom subsequently informed me, in conversation 
nfon 4he subject, if I xecoUect rightly, that of thirty-two votes 
but two were against me. And as a ireaaon why I ought^ 
under the circum^anee^, to accept the office, you also informed 
m»f that one of the bailed east against me, was by mistidce; the 
brewer haying prepared Us baUot 4^ home, without eonsUltar 
tion mtb any ixm^ a«d M^pon the eoppotition that my name wae 
entirely out of the 4]ueetion. 

I was muob J^eni0h6d> iand I need not add gmtiGed, at Hm 
nwult of this ^viete^ For Lbad not supposed it possible, that 
ai^ thii^^ lifce^auch eautipus^and idelfterate unanimity eould be 
pbtaiMd in eleoti9g m» to mch an <iffice^ #fl;er the {se^vere and 
paiysion^tirring d^ouUiee, tbarou^ which I had then hut 
f eoently passed with portions of my fellow oitl^ns^of the town, 
{ispeaially was I ^st^mjebed and gratified, by thia unequiyocel 
und epontaneoue token of eonfideooe and joegard ; after my 
motives ,had been so <^en impeaohed, mnA my character so 
:|iiiwitoi0y 'assailed by all manner of abuse.; from the sly inainu*- 
j^ioHs <^ the adepts at «lander, down to^Ae vidgiur .and profaM 
abiiae «f the tap'^room brewler^. I was willing to cecei^., and 
I 4id Keeeive thui oiioumstanceaa evidenoe of what I had 
always believed to be ti^e as a j*ineiple ;-«^het truth, evenr 
banded, was more than a mateh for falsehood i a^d that integ* 
riband consistency cf conduct would in the end always pxe^ 
vail <»^er <error and mifiirepre9entation:; however ijqigenious^ 
contrived, and by whomeoever ooneerted ,and pK^pagated. Mf 
ftocition io,such'.an i9ffieiQ,«fM:iSueb a time, and iwder aueh «ir- 
muna^tances seemed 4o assure me of the 4elibftf ate and «teadfai^ 
ewntfidene^^f ^Jai^mnmbertof ^ny neighborfi ja»d ieUowKyiti* 
«6iifit wbP.biid^AQifVedilbe btst^JMAMi Df bnowJPg^e)pi^ of 
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my motives, the correctness of my principles, and the consist-* 
encj of mj character. Being forcibly and gratefully impressed 
by this unexpected and affecting incident of my life, I hesitated 
a moment, after you had announced to the church the result of 
their ballot, whether, in accordance with my personal feelinffs, 
I should rise and peremptorily decline the office, or whether the 
almost unexampled unanimity of the brethren did not impose it 
as a duty upon me to take the subject into respectful consider- 
ation. You relieved the embarrassment of the moment by 
observing, that it was customary to allow time to deliberate 
upon the subject ; and thus you obliged me not peremptorily 
and on the spot again to decline. For I could not, without 
obvious impropriety and indecorum, refuse to consider a subject, 
which had thus been repeatedly and so respectfully and sol- 
emnly presented to my consideration. 

After the adjournment of the meeting, the hope was earnest- 
ly expressed to me by several respectable and influential mem- 
bers of the church, that I should not disappoint what seemed to 
be the almost unanimous wish of my brethren, by refusing the 
office to which I had been elected. And I was informed by more 
than one brother, and by those too, who were supposed to 
know most intimately your personal views and feelings upon 
the subject, that my election was a circumstance particularly 
acceptable to yourself. I availed myself of an early opportuni- 
ty, and, indeed, of repeated opportunities to converse with you 
upon the subject. At one interview, soon afler the election, I 
laid open to you my feelings upon the subject most unreserved- 
ly. I declared my fixed determination not to accept the office, 
if by so doing, I was to give ofience or unpleasant feelings to 
any single brother of the church. And I particularly enquired 
of you, what were the feelings of Deacon Lane and Major 
Locke towards me, and especially towards me in the relation 
of an officer of the church. For I supposed these brethren 
would have objections to my acceptance of such an office, if ob- 
jections were felt in any quarter. You cannot, I think, have 
forgotten the conversation I had with you, at this time, in regard 
to Deacon Lane, — ^the tone of earnestness, with which I enquir- 
. ed of you concerning his feelings upon the subject, and the decid- 
ed terms, in which I assured you, that I never should think of 
entering upon the duties of the office, to which I had been elect- 
edj if by so doing, I was* to incur his displeasure, or even if I 
was to render the discharge of his own duties less agreeable to 
him. You assured me in regard to both the brethren above 
named, that, although they had formerly entertained prejudices 
against me, growing out of my controversy with them and 
others, proprietors of the Academy building, they were willing 
to forgive and forget all causes of former £fference, that the/ 
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had acquiesced in what seemed to be the wishes of the brethren^ 
cmd that I had nothing to apprehend from either of them. I 
think you also assured me that jour information was derived 
from personal interviews with them upon the subject, but of 
this I cannot now speak positively. I received the same assur*- 
ances in regard to these two individuals from another brother, 
who had been at particular pains to ascertain their feelings 
towards me* I do not recollect that I enquired of you, at this 
interview, what was your own opinion of the course duty pointed 
out to me; but the promptitude, with which you obviated every 
^objection I raised to the acceptance of the office, and your 
voluntarily informing me, that there never had been but one 
BO unanimous a choice since your ordination,' together with the 
hopes expressed by those near you, and who must have reflect- 
ed your opinions, left no doubt upon my mind what were then 
your personal wishes. Nor had I any intimation from you, 
direct or indirect at this or any subsequent interview, while 
the question of accepting the office was pending in my mind, 
that my election was a cause of regret or uneasiness to a single 
member of the church. If I had received such an intimation 
then, you well know, I should have acted upon the principle I 
had avpwed, and declined the office at once. 

These facts in regard to my election to the office of Deacon 
in the church, over which you preside, and in regard to my de- 
liberations upon the question of accepting the office, I know to 
be substantially, and believe them to be minutely true. Sub- 
stantially they are susceptible of even legal proof; and the 
only reasons such proof is not now adduced, are, my reluctance 
to bring individuals unnecessarily before the public in this painful 
controversy, and my behef that you will now admit the above 
statements to be true. If my belief and hope in this respect 
are disappointed, and you require the sacrifice, I shall esteem 
it my right and indispensable duty, disregarding- personal feel- 
ings, to arrange the documents for public inspection, duly au- 
thenticated to sustain my positions. But undoubted as my facts 
are and must be now even by yourself, they must wholly have 
escaped your recollection, when you wrote the following sen- 
tences in your '^ Reply" to the communication I made to the 
church July 13. 

*' From the time of his election as Deaeon of the Churdh it was known 
and lamented by me, that this event was a eanse of deep solicitude and 
grief to many respectable members. Of this I scmpulously and faithfully 
informed him lojig before his acceptance of the office." 

Without a word of comment, I leave you^ what I think must 
prove the unwelcome task, of either controverting my facts^ 
or of reconciling the irresistible inference from them, with what 
you have alleged in a formal communication, officially made to 

2 
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ifa# churehi under jour own tigratore. I idiaB not attenipf 
to express my astonishment, nor the astonishment of those 
brethren of the church, who were acquainte4 with the circum- 
stances above detmled, and the course you took at the time 
alluded to, thai you should now venture upon such a statement, 
upon a matter so important and in a manner so public and 
solemn. In the exercise of that charity, which I think I hare 
sot always experienced at your hands, I have endeavoured by 
consultation of my records and minutes of the events, as weH aa 
by patient and careful reflection, to ascertain what were the 
probable facts or circumstances, on which you rely for your 
assertion. But I have not been able to find or conceive of any . 
The only shadow of ground for the statement, that I can now 
briog to mind, implies an equivocation of language^ which I can 
hardly persuade myself you would resort to, for a much higher 
object than that of justifying yourself, for advice privately and 
hastily given to me, or even as an apology for the awkward 
attitude into which you had led our brethren of the church. 
If you now say that you mean by the term " members," in the 
abeve paragraph quoted from your " Reply," members of the 
town or of the parish, though this is obviously not the meaning 
you conveyed or intended to convey to your readers, there is 
an appe£u*ance or a shadow of truth in it. 

It is true that during the week, on which my answer was to 
be given as to accepting the office, and, I think, but three 
days before the determination must be made, you called at my 
house ; and in a conversation upon the subject, you imiermed 
me that Mr. Ferdinand Andrews had said, either to you, for 
you had had a conversation with him touching the matter^ or to 
your knowledge " That if I was to be a deacon of the church, 
he should join the Bolton Society !" You, also, at the same 
interview, informed me, " that Mr. Davis Whitman was very 
angry at my election, and you did not know what they would 
do. You were afraid they would make difficulty." I con- 
sidered these pieces of information as intimations that you had 
then become alarmed, and was afraid to have me accept the 
office ; not because of dissatisfaction among the members of the 
church, for they had expressed their wishes in a manner too 
unequivocal to be questioned, but on account of the hostility of 
the men above named. I supposed you feared that one might 
fulfil his threat and join another society, and the other might 
use his influence to organize a new society of a diflerent per- 
suasion within the bounds of your parish. However such mo- 
tives might influence your own conduct, I considered them 
altogether improper to be addressed to me, at that late period, 
after the previous course you had taken in regard to my elec- 
tion. And I fbar I but imperfectly suppressed the natural and 
spontaneous feelings of my heart upon the subjects 
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I told yon, thMi,^lhal I was atill in the hands of ny brethren 
—of those brethren who had brought me forward for the office ; 
— 'if they should nau> advise me not to accept it, I should con^ 
form to their advice. Though I should think it rather strange 
treatment, and worse than any I had ye*t received, if they shoiSd 
at this time^ and from such motives, undertake to withdraw me, 
after setting me up, as they had, and exposing me anew to the 
malignant shafts of my enemies. I immediately informed one 
of my brethren, and I believe more than one, of my conversa** 
tion with you. I apprised him of your fearful apprehensions 
from the threat of one of the id>ove-named persons, and the 
anger of the other ; and told him 1 should conform to the ad- 
vice of my friends as to accepting the office. I requested him 
to ascertain what were the feelings of my brethren and let me 
know seasonably what were their wishes. He called the day 
before my determination must be made known to you, and said 
he should wish me to accept, by all means, ^and that was the 
wish of my other brethren. He added ''we have come to a 
pretty pass, indeed, if those sentleman are going to control 
^Church as well as State." This was the true state of 4he 
^^uestion when I called upon yon Saturday evening to inform 
you that I should accept the office to which I had been elected. 
At that interview, and after I had made known to you the 
object of my call, you said, considering your relation to the 
church, it would be improper, and you had . always made it a 
principle, not to interfere in the election to offices in the church; 
and you should, in my 9ase, adhere to your rule and give no 
advice one way or the othen Your advice had before and • 
repeatedly been given as une<)ui vocally as was possible, con- 
sistently with your known delicacy in having your influence 
felt in the proceedings of the church ; and that advice had been 
altogether in favor of my acceptance of the office. The oaly 
hesitancy you bad ever manifested upon the subject was in the 
conversation above alluded to, when you expressed your fears 
from people out of the church, I was not disposed, sustained as 
I was by the almost unanimous voice of the church, nor were 
the members of the church disposed, at that time, to pay 
much deference to the impertinent interference of people not of 
our body, in what we thought was a matter chiefly of our own 
concern. Besides, it was too late to seek or to give advice. 
I had already signified my acceptance of the office. The above 
is the substance of all you said in regard to the office at this 
interview. At least it is all that I recoUect, and I think I 
should recollect it, if you had said anything like the following 
in your Reply, ^^that whatever might be the consequences 
resulting ;" from my acceptance of the office, '^I could take 
upon myself no paft of the responsibility." Besides, it is in- 
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trinsically improbable, you could have giren me, at that time, 
any such solemn warning of consequences ; because it is wholly 
inconsistent with your proTious course in regard to the matter, 
— it is inconsistent with your avowed principle of not interfering 
in the elections — and it is wholly inconsistent with your subse- 
quent declarations to members of the church and neighboring^ 
clergymen, who were, and I trust continue to be, our mutual 
friends. Thus, the many respectable mendfers of the chwckf who 
you ^^ knew and lamented " from the time of my electi6n to the 
office of deacon, were deeply solicitons and grieved at the 
event, turn out to be tuH> members of the socteiy, and not of the 
church! and the ^Mong" period before the acceptance of the 
office, at which you ^^ scrupulously and faithfully " informed 
me that two members of the Mociety were angry at my election, 
turns out to be three days! For up to that time you had manir 
fested a iftrong interest in my election, and gratification at its 
result ; and neither then nor at any liubsequent time did joo 
solemnly warn me of any consequences, except that one mem- 
ber of the society threatened to go to Bolton to meeting, and 
another was very much enraged. 

I accepted the office of deacon, and your worst fears, so far 
as I was informed, were realized. Mr. Andrews went to Bolton 
to meeting! the church in Lancaster, however, sustained the 
shock, and seemed to enjoy peace and a good degree of pro9- 
' perity. It was under such circumstances that I entered upon 
the cuscharge of my official duties June 6, 1830, with your full 
concurrence and approbation, as I supposed then, and believe 
now, saving always the trifling exceptions above stated. 

Aiter I was elected to the office of deacon and before I en- 
tered upon the duties of the office, you made personal applica- 
tion to me to take an active part in organizing a Sabbath School 
then for the first time about to be opened in your parish. I 
attended the first meeting of the teachers agreeably to your 
request, and was appointed by them chairman of the Superin- 
tending Committee. If you ^' knew and lamented " at this 
time that my promotion in the church ^^ was a cause of deep 
solicitude and grief to many respectable members " of the 
church or parish, you certainly might have avoided contributing 
so directly as you did to my promotion in the Sabbatli School. 
You must have known that if the people of your church or 
parish were so solicitous' and grieved at the prospect of my 
taking a comparatively silent and harmless though dignified 
and honorable office in the church, they would, for a stronger 
reason, be much more so, if I were to assume the moral and 
religious instruction of their children. But I pass over this 
circumstance with the single remark ; that your whole deport- 
ment towards me in regard to the Sabbath School at that time, is 
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irhoUy inconsistent and irreconcilable with your knowing at the 
same time, that ^^many respectable members" were deeply 
solicitous and grieved on my account ; much more is it irrecon- 
cilable with your havjgg ^^ scrupulously and faithfully " made 
known to me such pervading anxiety and discontent as you 
now pretend. 

I entered upon the discharge of my duties in the organiza^ 
tion, government, and instruction of the Sabbath School with a 
zeal and perseverance somewhat proportioned to my estimate 
of the importance of the object. And without intending to ap- 
propriate to myself any portion of the merit, it may be safely 
said, the school was eminently successful. As the season ap- 
proached for opening the school the following year, you per- 
sonally requested me to take the same part 1 had taken the 
year preceding. Considering it a matter in which the teachers 
m the school had an interest as well as yourself, I declined to 
organize the school anew without a new expression of their 
wishes to that jeffect. I informed you and my associates of the 
committee, that as my duties had been somewhat arduous the 
year preceding, I was desirous of yielding my place ; though I 
should be happy to take charge of any class that might be as- 
signed to me. I did not wish to abandon the school ; I only 
desired to be relieved of the peculiar responsibilities I had been 
invested with the preceding year. I was informed by one of 
my associates that he feared *lbe school would go down if I 
yielded ray place, and by the other ihat he should consent to be 
of the committee only upon condition, that I should continue 
to be its chairman. The teachers assembled, confirmed your 
and my associates wishes ; and I did what I could through the 
following season, to meet your expectations and answer the 
hopes of the friends of the Sabbath School. 

If you had known, even at that time, any thing in my charac- 
ter or conduct or in the " solicitude and grief of many respec- 
table members," which was alarming to the peace of your church 
or society, you certainly might have avoided making yourself 
conspicuous in soliciting my continued co-operation in the Sab- 
bath School. But on the contrary you always expressed the 
highest gratification a»d satisfaction at the course I pursued. 
And I had not the least suspicion, at that time, that solicitude 
and grief were preying upon the minds of our church and 
society on my account, nor that yod knew and lamented the ' 
fact. Even so late as the communication of your '^ Reply '' to 
the church, you say, 

'^ In the discharge of his official duties I am happy to admit, that Dea- 
con Carter has been exemplary and faithful ; and in his superintendence 
and direction of our Sabbath School he has, so far as my knowledge exlendsy 
been jndicioaf and highly ueefuL" 
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I have eiled thii p aw go bom your ^^ Reply," ai coBunmieii- 
tod to the church, a certified copy of which I haye, — ^not whoUj 
ibf the sake of preserving your certificate of my good eoaduct 
and vahiahle services ; but for the opportunity it gives of ofier* 
ing a remark upon the difiTerent version of it you have made in 
the printed copy, also certified as a ^^ true copy from the files," 
The clause in italics is wholly omitted in the printed copy. The 
cautious and prudent reservation thereby expressed would d# 
very well for the church ; but it was not in sufiiciently good 
keeping with your unqualified approbation of my course so oft^ 
en expressed to neighbouring dergymen, our mutual fiieads, to 
have it appear in a copy designea for dieir and the public in- 
spection. Though there does not appear to be any authori^ 
vested in you, either by virtue of your ofiice as recording offioev 
•f the church, or by viitiie of any vote of the church, to alter 
their records aad files ; yet I think, those who have heard 
your expressions of approbation of my course previous to the 
commeivcement of the present difficulties must commend the aV* 
teration at least as a matter of taste. I certainly have no causo 
of complaint ; for the omission of the clause in italic is an exer^ 
cise of magnaninuty altogether in my favour. 

Soon after I entered upon my duties as an officer in the 
diurch, it was the request of my brethren in office, manifested 
by my senior brother, that I should take tl^e charge of the ves* 
sels and fiimiture for the comn^nnion table. The vesseb and 
fiirniture were accordingly and by the direction of the deacons 
delivered to my care by the sexton. It was the invariable cus- 
tom of the sexton to caU at my house seasonably in the morning 
of the days of the celebration of the Lord's Supper^^ bringing the 
bread designed for use, that I might prepare it for the table. 
After preparing it, I delivered it with the furniture of the table to 
him, the deacons having engaged him to spread the table, it being 
inconvenient for them personally to attend to that part of their 
duty. On the close of the day, the furniture and vessels were 
uniformly returned to my care. I have mentioned these fhcts, 
not for their intrinsic and insulated importance, but because 
they occurred here in the order of time, and for the bearing they 
have on a subsequent transaction, which will by andoy be 
more particularly alluded to. 

At the period of the above transactions, all of a public and 
notorious character, I had been personally acquainted with you 
as a parishioner and townsman nearly ten years ; and had been 
a member of your church about eight years. We had always 
been on friendly terms, and for the last two or three years our 
intercourse had approached to intimacy. During my then re- 
cent difficulties with the trustees and proprietors of the Lan- 
caster Academy, you had manifested a deep interest and sym- 
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Mthj; mA hki exprMMd to toy friendii your ii&4{«diiled lU^pro' 
bation of rqj course. Tou even went 00 far as pablicly to 
refuse to sign a certain petition to the trustees, though it was a 
t>aper rather popular at the time because it contained aspersions 
upon my character, and ^^ assigned as reasons for jour reftisi^^ 
that you wholly disapproved of the course pursued against me." 
And to attest more strongly and decidedly your feelings upon 
the subject you publicly decHned your seat at the board of 
trustees ; assuring my friends that ^^ you had watched my 
proceedings with uncommon attention and interest during the 
whole course of my difficulties with my enemies in Lancaster, 
and had not observed a single thing you thought wrong — ^you 
thought I had, under the most trying circumstances, behaved 
with great discretion and prudence." 

I have mentioned these facts for the sake of showing the 
grounds I had for believing, when I entered upon my duties a» 
a deacon in your churchy and when, upon your personal and 
repeated solicitations, I assumed the '^Superintendence" of 
the Sabbath School, that I enjoyed at least your confidence and 
respect. I know that I am perfectly accurate in my facts just 
cited, because I take them from memoranda upon the topics 
made at the time. If you inquire whjr I should have made 
memoranda of such facts at that time, my answer is ready and 
d[>vious. I was involved in perplexing difficulties with th€L 
trustees and proprietors of the Academy building, and que9- 1 
tions of great importancjB to me were in agitation t>etween us. 4 
I knew not what use I might have, before the difficulties termi- 
nated, for facts and opinions expressed by the prominent actors, 
and I took pains to make and preserve accurate records of 
them. Though those difficulties subsided, by my waving im- 
portant rights for the sake of peace, some. of the facts of the 
case I find have not lost their value. 

From the Spring of 1830, down to the commencementof the 
present controversy, on the 21st March 1832, my relation to 
you and the church, and my relation to the Sabbath School, as 
well as my being of the school committee of the town and my 
having been repeatedly appointed a delegate of the church to 
attend with you ordaining councils, necessarily brought me 
into official as well as personal intimacy with you. I never 
suspected, during the whole time while I was endeavouring to 
do my official duties fully and cheerfully, that there was any 
secret and lurking misgivings in regard to me in your breast. 
On the contrary, I supposed your apparently cordial treatment 
of me and co-operation with me in promoting the best interests of 
the church and society, were, as they purported to be, sincere. 
I now believe they were so. And for this belief, I have not 
merely my impressions at the time, in which, however, I coold 
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hardly be mistakeii ; but yoar repeated deolaratioiis to our 
mutual friends both in and out of the town. Even since joa 
moTed the church and by your personal influence induced them 
to remove me from office, you liaye declared to a mutual friend 
of ours in a neighboring State that your *' whole object was to 
ieture the greaiest amount of peace y — ^you considered circum- 
stances as having taken a most unfortunate turn, — and you 
deeply lamented the separation from one whom you had valued 
h^hly and confided in unreservedly,^^ 

1 cannot be mistaken in the bearing of this plenary and con- 
sistent evidence of your words and actions, extending as it does 
through several years of our lives, and all going to show 
the sincerity of your professions of ^' unreserved confidence." 
The more, am I astonished that you should now, even for so 
good an object as '^ securing the greatest amount of peace," be 
willing to avow ^'lamentations " and distrusts ^^long^^ enter- 
tained in regard to me. You cannot allow such a suspicion to 
be raised with regard to you, if it is within your power to pre- 
vent it, without convicting yourself of the deepest duplicity. I 
am not unmindful of the two conversations to which you have 
alluded in your '^ Reply," for the ^' purpose of recording the 
evidence that you have not been negligent in administering 
council to me as a christian brother." But neither of these con- 
versations, though I recollect them perfectly^ left any suspi- 
cion upon my mind that you were '^ adminiMering council to 
nie as a christian brother," if you mean by that phrase, thtit 
you were doing aujrthing more than advising me, as frienda 
often have occasion to advise each other, li^w to shape my" 
course as a '^ matter of policy" to attain a common object. Cm 
the contrary, I was convinced by these conversations, and par- 
ticularly by the one at the Harvard Ordination, that you were 
deeply interested in my personal promotion. For it seemed to 
me you were departing from a rule you had always avowed, 

Cd were actually taking part with me in a political election. 
Lest I should possibly do you some injustice by referring to 
and commenting upon our conversation at the Harvard Ordi- 
nation, I quote from your pamphlet the following sentences^ 
which are all that were contained in your '^ Reply " as com- 
municated to the church; and much more than all you said ver- 
bally to the church, the substance of which you profess to have 
embodied in your formal and written '^ Reply." 

. " In the month of April, 1831, having attended with Ddsicon Cafter the 
ordination of Rev. Mr. Gilbert, at Harvard, I embraced the opportuitity, 
which I had long sought, to ezpostakte with him on the subject oi retaining 
the fWfney and land. I said to him, that were it my la^t cent, I would sur- 
render it rather than keep in my possession property, which had been thus 
Acquired.'* 
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If my own memorj is not unusually treacherous in this case, 
you have remembered some things in this conversation, which 
never happened ; and you have certainly forgotten or omitted 
to mention several thii^s which were said, and which you must 
know are very important to the issue. Even if every word 
you have remembered in the above sentences were strictly and 
literally true ; you have done me as much injustice, and your* 
self as great a mqral wrong, by suppressing material &cts of 
the case, if you remember them, as if you luid published what 
you knew was not true. You have, perhaps, a doubtful right, 
since it has become convenient to your present purposes, to 
call that conversation an '^ expostulation," or the ^^ administer- 




* expostulati 

call the conversation alluded to any such thing as an ^^ expos- 
tulation" or " counsel to a christian brother," if you mean by 
those phrases anything more than the common advice, which 
friends have frequent occasion to give and receive, as matters 
of policy, in the attainment of a common object. I shall stitte 
the vfhole of the conversation, which I can remember, and which 
I know to be true *, and our readers will judge whether you 
have now given it its proper appellation and character. I trust 
our readers will appreciate this difference in our respective 
modes of conductiiig the controversy. You, more than a year 
after the conversation, and when it had become very conve- 
nient, if not essential to your present position to me and the 
church, to find or make something of the kind in the history of 
our acquaintance, say that at a certain time you expostulated 
with and administered counsel to me as a christian brother; and 
that you had long sought the opportunity to do it. I state the 
whole conversation, as it actually took place, together with the 
circumstances attending it ; and without attempting to give it 
any specific or technical namey leave our readers to form their 
own opinion of its true character. As for your having long 
sought the opportunity for expostulation with me as an offend- 
ing christian, for this is the sense you now wish to put upon the 
interview, I, certainly, cannot prove, that you had not long 
sought it. Your assertion relates to a state or act of your own 
mind, and you well know that the case, from its very nature, 
does not admit of any positive evidence to show that the state 
of your mind at a certain time, was different from what you 
allege. But this, I can and will say; I do not believe a word of 
it,i And I repel the insinuation you must have intended to 
convey, that I had become so shy and wary an offender, that 
even with the independence and boldness in rebuking iBin you 
would fain have us believe attaches to your clerical character, 
S 
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jon <;ould not, loi^ aeeking Uy befbre have found access to me. 
I had been a mernoer of your church, and yeu had known M 
^ facts ^ the cast relating to the ^^ land and money " for foor 
years. For the whole time I had been on friendty terms with 
you, and for the greater part of it, I had, by my official rela- 
tions to you, been, necessarily, brought into direct and intimate 
contact with you. In the discharge of our official duties and 
in consulting for common objects pertaininff to the interests of 
the church, the parish, or the town, we had frequent inlenriews, 
monthly, weekly, and sometimes almost daily, at my study, at 
your study, in the house, and by the way; and it is absolutely 
impossible to belieye, that you could not have found an oppor- 
tunity in all this time, if you greatly desired it, to unburdoi 
your conscience and warn me of my dangerous situation. So 
fJEU* from it, I never in the whole time even suspected your 
affliction for a moment; and did not at last, when you came to re- 
lieve yourself of the burden, hng sustained, understand your 
^^ expostulation " at all as a christian admonition, which is the 
sense it has now become convenient to you to put upon it. 

The conversation, alluded to in the paragraph above quoted 
from your pamphlet, and the circumstances preceding and 
attending it, were substantially as follow. On the 13th April, 
1831, 1 attended the ordination of Mr. Gilbert of Harvard as a 
delegate from the church of Lancaster. I rode over towards 
your house with my horse and chaise on the morning of the 
ordination to take you in, it having been previously arranged 
that you should ride with me. I met you a little way this nde 
of your house in readiness to go, but engaged very earnestly in 
conversation with Capt. Howe of Boylston. I knew there was 
a suit then pending between Capt. Howe and Rev. Mr. Russell 
then of Boylston, m which you were a principal witness. And 
my curiosity was of course a little excited. I heard very little 
of your conversation while I was waiting for you, but I heard 
you advise Capt. Howe very strongly to call Rev. Mr. Allen of 
Northborough as a witness in the case! I thought there seemed 
to be some hesitation in Capt. Howe whether to call Mr. Allen 
or not, but you insisted upon it that he would be a material 
witness in some point touching the case. We were in a hurry, 
and you soon stepped into my chaise and took leave of Capt. 
Howe. I mention these facts to show you that I remember 
other particulars of the events of that day as wdl as those of a 
more direct bearing upon the present controversy, and to give 
you an opportunity to impeach my statement and the accuracy 
of my memory if you can, by your friend Capt. Howe. We 
rode to Harvard together and attended to the business of the 
ordination. On our return you introduced the subject of the then 
approaching election of Representatives to the General Court. 
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You infonned me that I was a candidate, and gave me totindei^ 
stand that you were deeply interested in having me elected, 
though you said you had always made it a rule not to interfere 
in that election, as all the candidates were generally your 
parishioners. You assigned as a reason for not taking a more 
open and active part in the election, that as all the candidates 
were your parishioners it would not do for the minister to in- 
terfere in the election. Zou informed me that the principal 
argument made use of by my opponents to defeat my election, 
was, that I held a note against Horatio Carter for $500, which 
he had requested that I should give up, because it was given 
to me in the transactions about the "Academy Concern*" 
You said that if you were in my place you would give it up, if it 
were your last cent, and thus take away all groui^ of complaint 
and objection to me. You said some of my friends wished it. 
They could get along very well if it were not for that. But you 
did not tell me who 3iey were, who wished it, or that they or 
you wished it for any purpose, except to take from my oppo- 
nents all ground of objection to me as a representative. I told 
you that I thought Horatio Carter had no right to call for such 
a note, or complain if I held it. Having voluntarily given it, 
it would be time for him to complain, when he was forced to 
pay it, and I did not intend then to inforce the payment by a 
suit. I told you that as. to appeasing roy enemies in town, it 
was entirely out of the question. They were perfectly in- 
veterate, and would always find some cause or make one to find 
fault with me. That I had practiced concession to them long 
enough, and should now stand upon my rights. 

You fully agreed with me at this time, as you had oflen said to 
me before, that my enemies were perfectly inveterate and un- 
reasonable in their hostility. I told you in the course of the 
conversation that Horatio Carter had said that " they,'* meaning 
H. and 6. Carter, " were perfectly satisfied with all they had 
done for me; for my coming into town had already enhanced 
the value of their real estate more than the sum they had sub- 
scribed." You replied, "that was very important information, 
and asked if you might repeat it from me." I told you, you 
might. You said you should name it to my friends, and thought 
it would do good. Nothing more of importance was said upon 
the subject. I am perfectly confident that no intimation foil 
from your lips, at that interview, that you thought there was 
any thing wrong on my part in holding said note against Ho- 
ratio Carter. The only reason you assigned for yielding it upy 
was that it would stop the mouths of my inveterate enemies and 
promote my election to the General Court. I have narrated 
this interview and the circumstances attending it with substantial 
accuracy. In many cases I have given the very language 
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QMd at the time. JSew s^m^ a eoayeraaticMi bald imder saqb 
ck cumstaaces could have been wrought into an ^^ ezpostulatioB" 
or '^ couasel to a christian brother," I am wholly at a losa to 
conceive. Nothing, it seems to me,. but the absolute necessitj 
in your case for something of the kind to sustain your preaeot 
position and that of your church to me, could have so wrought 
upon your imagination, as to make you willing to call such a 
conversation under such circumstances by such inappropriate 
names. The who)e impression left upon my mind was, that 
you were very desirous I should be elected a representative , 
and as a means of promoting that object, you suggested the 
course you did. 

The other topic introduced into your '^ Reply" for ^^ the sim- 
ple purpose" as you $ay ^^ of recording the evidence that yon 
have not been negligent in administering counsel to me as a 
christian brother," wod the interview upon which you rely as 
affording the necessary evidence of your own fidelity, is thaa 
described by you. 

" In the month of Angnst of the same year, (1831) havinflr yirited with 
hha the school near the Alms Honte, I mtrcMliieed and eniar|red on the 
•abject of hi* retoming the books he had taken firom the Reading Hoon. 
I expressed mj anxiety lest evil should result." 

The general remarks I have just ofiered upon our conversa- 
tion at the Harvard Ordination, are equally pertinent to the 
eeoversation had between us at the examination of the Aims- 
House school, and need not be here repeated. I lE^all pursue the 
same course in relation to the conversation just above described 
by you, if description it may be called, that I adopted in regard 
to the other. I shall state the whole conversation as it actually 
occurred, and leave our readers to judge, for I think they will 
be abundantly competent to judge, how well the introduction of 
this topic answers the purpose, for which you prrfeiM to ha^^ 
introduced it. I waive my right to ofier any remarks upon the 
nature of such evidence, composed as it is of your own asser- 
tions, without the facts of the case, to prove your own fidelity. 
Apart fi'om this consideration, does the topic, even as you have 
recorded it, prove any such thing as that for which you prof€89 
to have introduced it? Would anybody conjecture, firom the 
above paragraph or firom anjrthing connected with it in your 
communication to the church, what it was designed to prove^ 
if you had not informed them, it was ^^the evidence that you 
have not been negligent in administering council to me as a 
christian brother ?" 

The particulars of our conversation, which you have above 
briefly generalized, in a way peculiar to yourself and to suit 
your own purposes, I presume you recollect were as follow: 

In August 1831, we visited the Aims-House school, beii^ 
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tlie siib*eoinimttee particularlj designated for tbat district. Oa 
our return, you introduced t!^ subject of the Rending Room, 
rather mbruptlf, I thought, in the following words. '^I wish 
you would return those books of the Reading Room ; and I 
will tell you why." You then went on to tell me why. You 
said ^'my enemies were using the circumstance to raise a 
clamour against me." '^ If I should return them it would stop 
their mouths ; " and other things to the same effect. Aiier 
listening to you, till you had given your reasons, why, in youf 
opinion, it would be expedient for me, under the circumstances, 
to return the books; I told you that I could not do so, till a report 
upon the concerns of the association should be made. Tou knew 
no account upon the state of the funds and property of the 
Reading Room had ever been rendered tb the proprietors from 
its very foundation in 1821. And I informed you of what, 
indeed, you well knew before, that I had assumed the ground 
in the winter of 1 829 — 30, when an attempt was Inade by some 
of the proprietors to get a knowledge of the debts and prop- 
eirty, that I should pay no more money to the association till I 
was permitted to know something of the manner in which the 
expenditures had been and were to be made. I told you I had 
withheld the books in the exercise of what I esteemed my 
unquestionable right ; and that in conformity with the ground 
I had before assunded, I should neither pay more money or 
return the books in my possession, till a developement of the 
•concerns of the association should be made. As for stopping 
the clamor of people, who were disposed to rail at me, I was 
conrinced it would not accomplish the object. They would 
always find some pretence when they ip^ranted one to find fault V /v > 
with me. "I was satisfied from my past experience that they /\)\ 
could never be silenced by concession^ — ^that I had practiced ^ 
concession [not condescension as you have it] long enough and 
should defend my rights,-^that I had rights as well as other 
. men;— and I would not give a fig for life if I coiild not assert 
them like other men." I asked you why the committee, who 
had been appointed several weeks before for the very purpose, 
did not report upon the state of the concern ; and said that 
as soon as a satisfactory report should be madte, I would pay ^ 
both my subscriptions and return the books. You replied, that 
you presumed the committee were waiting for me to return the 
books. I told you that could not or need not delay them a 
moment. They knew perfectly well what volumes I had; for 
I had recorded them against my name on the proper book be- 
longing to the Reading Room. They might tell the proprietors 
I had them and refused to return them till a report was made. 
You asked me if I had told the committee so. I told you I 
had not; but they knew perfectly well the ground I stood upon. 
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You said, ^^ why will joa not write them a note and tell them 
distinctly your purposes? " I told you I had not the least ob- 
jection to that, if it could do any good. You thought it would 
be well. I assured you then, that I would forthwith write a 
note distinctly stating the course I should pursue. Accord- 
ingly, and in conformity with your advice in that regard, I 
addressed a note, dated August 18, 1831, to the committee, 
who had been appointed toicollect the books and lock them up| 
avowing distinctly the course I should pursue, and giving my 
reasons for it. 

This is the conversation that passed between us at the time 
alluded to, in detail. Will you say that any, and if any, what 
part of it is not true? Will you add any particulars that are 
also true and at all material to the issue? I am confident yon 
can add no particular, which looks any more like an ^^ expos- 
tulation " or '^ counsel administered to a christian brother," 
then those I have stated. 

There was a particular reason fi>r raising a clamor against me 
a^ this particular time . I mention the circumstance to show you 
how trulpr my prediction, made in our conversation al the Harvard 
Ordination, was fulfilled. Though my election as a represents- .' 
, tive had been triumphantly defeated by my enemies in the spring $i\^ 
it had been done by m(%ns, which did not inspire the greatest 
confidence in their real strength. Another election of the same 
kind was drawing near ; unfortunately representative elections 
occurred rather frequently thb year, it was feared I might 
be a candidate again. The old '' Academy Concern " tike 
^Mand and money," and the '^note," had been completely 
used up. No more effect could then be produced with them, 
upon the public mind. Hence the necessity of something new. 
And hence the clamor about the Reading Room. This nine 
days wonder worked so well, it so far surpassed the most san- 
guine expectations of its contrivers and propagators, that it was 
thought worth while to pursue it, even farther than was at finrt 
designed. Hence the difficulties in the churchy which have 
involved both you and me ; and imposed upon me the duty of 
unravelling its secret springs, and displaying the motives of 
some of the actors. 

I understood you, through the whole conversation, above 
detailed, and I think any one would have understood you ap I 
did, as advising me to the course you did, merely as the best 
way "of appeasing the clamors of my enemies, whose implacable 
hatred I had unfortunately incurred, and whose uncompromising 
hostility had followed me for several years. You gave me no 
intimation that I had not, in your opinion, a most perfect and 
unquestionable right to keep the books till a developement of 
the concerns of the Reading Room was made, if I chose so to 
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do. I had no more suspicion during that conversation, or after 
it down to an advanced period in the present difficulties in the 
church, that you supposed I had not a perfect right to do as I 
did, than that you were then accusing roe of murder or treason. 
Neither do I now heHeve it entered into your mind at that time 
that I was doing wrong. If it did, why did you not say so, or 
give me some intimation of your views upon the subject. If 
you had done so at that time I should have been startled with 
the thought; for I had not suspected that I was upon the bor- 
ders even of wrong doing. It is certainly singular that you 
should more than a year afler the conversation pretend that 
you were then " expostulating" with me as a wrong-doer, and 
never give me the least intimation of it, till after the commence- 
ment of the present difficulties in the church, when you seemed 
to feel — aye and to act too as if you had a side to maintain. 
Even at my interview with you at your study, March 21, 
1832, when you advised me to resign my office, neither you 
nor either of my other brethren gave me any intimation, that 
either you or they thought there was anything wrong in my 
conduct, in anv respect. On the contrary, the intention or 
purpose of sucn an imputation was expressly disclaimed both in 
the invitation to the interview and during its course. The only 
avowed ground for the advice then tendered to me was the ex- 
citement ! the blaze! in town which you alleged to exist 
against me. My resignation was, in your opinion, necessary 
for the peace of the church and society ! 

I supposed then and believe now, that the wish you express- 
ed to me at the examination of the Alms House school, that 
I would then return to the committee the volumes in my posses- 
sion belonging to the Reading Room, sprung from your desire, 
sincere no doubt, that I should avoid a collision withthose who 
assumed to manage the concerns of the library, by conceding 
my right to insist upon a developement of its affairs as a condi- 
tion precedent to my paying more money or returning the books. 
The question in my mind and in yours, so far as I could learn or 
understand you, was wholly one of policy, or expediency, or 
perhaps of prudence. The course you recommended, was, in 
your opinion, best calculated to avoid the reproaches of scoffers 
and gainsayers. I was of a little different opinion upon that 
question. And while I dulv appreciated what I supposed to 
be your motives and showed a proper respect to your opinion 
by adopting a part of your advice, I acted according to my 
own opmion of my best course in other respects. My opinion 
had been deliberately formed two or three years before, and 
had been consistently acted upon ; and I did not see fit to 
abandon my ground to conform to the course pointed out by 
another, who could not know the facts^of the case any better, if 
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•o well as myself, however I might be dispose^ to respect the 
adviser. You may have been wholly right, and I may havp 
been wholly wrong, upon that question of policy or expediency ; 
and yet it would be no matter of surprise ; nor would that cir<^ 
cumstance necessarily impeach the integrity of either of us. 

The commitee, to whom allusion has already been made, 
were appointed at a meeting of some of the proprietors of the 
Reading Room^ in Jnly 1 83 1 . Immediately idler their appoint- 
ment,^ wnether by auy semblance of authority vested in them by the 
terms of their appointment or not I am not able to say, they 
proceeded to close the library and put it under lock and key ; and 
while they called upon all proprietors who happened to have 
books out at the time to return them, they refused to allow others 
to be taken out. Thus were all the proprietors, whether by their 
consent or without it, deprived of the whole use of the library. 
I knew such measures were unauthorized by a large number, if 
not a majority of the owners of the library, and I believed them 
wholly unnecessary. I moreover suspected, and the result 
has most amply confirmed my suspicions, that the steps thus 
taken by the committee were only preliminary to other more vio- 
lent outrages upon the rights oif property in the library. Re- 
serving my remarks upon these proceedings for another part of 
my letter, it is my purpose here only to allude to them so far as 
you yourself were connected with them. 

Februarpr 8th, 1832, having had the subject under considera- 
tion a period of seven montfaus, and the proprietors mean time 
having been wholly deprived of the use of the library, the com" 
mUtee made a report. I trust you remember that report, as you 
presided or attempted to preside at the meeting of the proprie- 
tors at which it was made. Upon the reading of the report, I 
perceived, that whilst the committee had neglected or forgotten 
^o give us more than the aggregates of the expenses, thus 
leaving us as much in the dark as we had been for ten years 
upon the items^ and particularly U[>on the cost to the proprietors 
at which books were transferred from the shelves of the book- 
store to the shelves of the Reading Room, they had stepped 
obviously aside from their duty to indulge in personal if not 
low and vulgar abuse. Especially was the course I had seen 
fit to pursue in the exercise of my unquestionable rights, remark- 
ed upon with peculiar severity. Notwithstanding the report 
was far less full and satisfactory upon the material points and 
interest^ of the proprietors, than was to be desired, or than 
might reasonably have been expected, from the length of time 
it had been under consideration and the attention the committee 
professed to have betowed upon it, [ was willing in order to 
avoid further difference, to accept it as a report or as ^ report, 
for it was the first jthat bad been made firom authentic sources 
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since the establishment of the library, in 1821. I, at once 
avowed my readiness to accept the report as the one so long 
desired, and as the fulfilment of the condition, which I had in- 
sisted upon since the abortive effort in 1827-30 to get a know- 
ledge of the concern, as essential and precedent to my paying j 
more money into the hands of those, who, though wholly un- | 
authorized, assumed to act in all matters for the whole of the pro- ! 
prietors. But inasmuch as the committee had stepped aside ' 
from the obvious path of their duty to indulge in personal abuse^ 
I thought I had a right to insist upon that part being stricken 
but of the report, before it was adopted by a vote of the propri- 
etors present. You must well remember the scenes of that 
evening, for they were of a character to impress your memory ; 
and you must remember among other things, the manner in 
which I declared myself ready to pay down upon the table the 
subscriptions I had withheld till a report should be made, and 
to return the volumes in my possession in the morning ; pro- | 
vided the personaf abuse was stricken from the report before t 
its adoption, so that I might be left upon the same footing with f 
other proprietors, guilty of the same negligences in kind at least, 
if not in degree. But this just, and reasonable, and easy mode 
of adjusting all dilBTerences, offered by me was, as you remember, 
not only treated with contempt, but other abuse was added to 
it by several, who felt themselves able to contribute something 
to their object in attending the meeting. Of these facts and 
others of the same character, to which I shall have occasioiim 
another part of my letter to allude, you were a witness ; and I 
dare appeal to your own recollection for their truth and accuracy. 
The report was adopted, and among other votes of less impor- ^ 
tance, passed by a majority of those present, was one to sell the 
whole library at auction and divide the proceeds, after paying 
the debts, among those proprietors who should call for their 
dividend within a year ; and the part not thus called for was 
vested in the Lancaster Lyceum as a sort of residuary legatee. 
Against this outrage upon the rights of all absent proprietors, 
as well as of those present not agreeing thereto, I protested, and 
vehemently. It was an unnecessary and wanton sacrifice of a 
valuable property, and that without a shadow of right in those 
who assumed to do it. My protestation, however, was not heed- 
ed, and a committee was appointed to make the sale. The 
re^\ object of this flagrant act of injustice, I shall by and by 
more clearly show. I have thus briefly alluded to this scene, 
and these facts, in this place, only to enable me to show the 
opinion you formed and expressed upon my course at the time, 
and in full view of these and all the facts of the case. I am per^ 
fectly aware of the comparatively trifling nature of these trans- 
actions. They would not be worth the paper their description 
4 
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covers ; nor would those who were chiefly concerned in thent he 
worth a moment's consideration, if these very circumstances and 
the persons concerned in them had not senred as the occasion or 
the apology of more grave and important proceedings. They 
have no consequence or importance in the world except that 
which has been given to them by you. As you Jiave referred 
to them as the ap<dogy for grave proceedings in the church, 
you have obliged me to review the acei^etfy and to state the facts 
of the ease, in order to justify myself imd show you, even with 
evidence out of your own mouth, what less than a shadow you 
liave as the basis of the proceedings you here instituted and 
induced the church to ado^ in regard to me. 

Soon after the meeting just mentioned, it became my duty 
to attend with you the examination of the George Hill SdiooL 
Our duties being done as examiners of the school, you took a 
seat in my sleigh to ride home. I embraced the opportunity, 
(not ^' long sought," for only a few days had elapsed since the 
meeting,) to allude to the transactions of that evening. I ei^ 
quired '' how you liked to premde over such people." ^^ If I 
had known any thing of the character and purposes of the meet- 
mg," said you, ^^ I ^ould have been caught any where sooner 
than there." ^^ Did you ever hear such violent and outrageous 
abuse," said I ; ^' really they could not wait for each to abuse 
in turn." '*I was glad," s«d you, "to hear you stop Jo- 
A*****s' mouth as you did." I told you there were several 
things in the transactions of that evening, which I wished you 
to remember. One point, to which I pajticularly called your 
attention was, that after the report of the committee had been 
read, I offered to pay down my assessmei^ that night upon 
the table and return the books in my possession in the mornings 
provided they would strike out of the report just read Uioee 
pan^raphs, which contained personal and invidyiotts reflections 
upon my character. I called your attention to other points in 
the tsansactions, and expressed the wish that you would fix 
them in your memory ; but as they are not material to tiuspart 
6fmy ktterl do not now insert them from my memorandA. 
You said you recollected the facts to which I particularly 
referred you, perfectly, and you thought you should not soon 
forget them. I asked you if you thought I said anything that my 
enemies could make use of to iikjvre me. You replied that 
" you thought my course was remarkably prudent, and that / 
had put my enemies completely in Ihe wrong in the matter-" Yoit 
went on and volunteered the remark, that you thought the 
committee had pursued a most unwarrantable course in the re- 
pert. " What business had they " said you^ " to go out of their 
way to indulge m personal rejections upon you." " The fhcte 
of the case it would have beeh proper for tbwa to state," you 
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^ontmued, ^* &n<i to that you conld have no ohjection ; but ibr 
them to go out of their way to indulge in such personal abuse, 
I think it was too bad, or I think it was abominable." 

What impression could I receive from such a conversation as 
this, and your own conscienee nnist bear you witness that I give 
a perfectly fair account of it, but that you were highly satisfied 
with the course I had taken at the meeting, whatever you might 
have thought of the original policy of my measures for getting 
a report upon the conoeras of the library ? If I had ^^put my 
tnemies eompleteiy in the wrong ^^^ by showing that I had no da- 
sign in withholding my assessments and the volumes, which 
happened to be in my possession when the library was closed, 
heyottd that of getting a report upon the state of the concern, 
in your opinion, knowing, as you certainly did, all the circum>- 
atances of the case, I felt quite sure that my course could not 
be distorted by any ingenuity even into imprudence. These 
convictions of mine, in regard to the opinion you entertained of 
my course, even regarded as a matter of policy or expediency, 
received strength and confirmation, from the fact that you ex- 
pressed your approbation of the course I took at the meeting of 
the proprietors of the Reading Room to another of the school 
committee, a day or two afterwards, and made use of the same 
language, viz ; ^^that I put myenemUa completely in the wrong?* 
These facts are true. They are, moreover, and have been 
from the beginning, within your personal knowledge. I have 
no fear whatever of their being controverted ; nor yet of any 
thing else being adduced to essentially qualify them, or give 
them another bearing and color. And yet this is the transac- 
tion now brought up, and brought up by you of all other men in 
the world, to justify proceedings in a church of Christ against 
me as one guilty of a crime ! I am filled with astonishment, as 
I review these facts and transactions, in which you took so con- 
spicuous a part, at the new and extraordinary attitude you have 
recently assumed towards me, and the consequences that have 
been brought about in the church by your means. 

I have now, in conformity with the purpose I announced to 
you at the beginning of this letter, " reminded you of some of 
the facts in the history of my relation to you as pastor of our 
church, and refreshed your recollection with a pretty full ac- 
count of the commencement and course of my official relations 
to you and to my brethren of the church " down to the period 
of your recent movements and the consequent proceedings of 
the church against me. In the communication, which I made 
to the church July 13, 1 832, in answer to their vote requesting 
me to resign my office, I stated only those facts of the case, 
which I had taken materially into consideration in coming to 
my decision, and which I thought were essential to show my 
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brethren the grounds of that decision. I did then as I would 
have been done by, rather than I was done by. I frankly and 
fully stated the reasons of my decision, upon the vote of the 
church, while my brethren, though often requested so to do, 
by me and others, wholly declined to explain their course,. or 
give me any reasons for their public proceedings against me 
to oust me from my office. I was not at that time disposed, 
however, to introduce any facts or circumstances into the con*- 
troversy not essential to the decision of the question my breth- 
rfp had obliged me to consider. But that I did not then consider 
myself as having stated all the facts and circumstances of the 
case, which I esteemed most injurious and oppressive, and' 
which it might become my duty to state in some contingencies^ 
will be apparent from the following paragraph from my answer: 

^^ In what remains of this communication I shall allude only ^ 
to those parts of the public proceedings against me, which seem 
to have an important and essential bearing upon the question 
before me. I will remark, however, before I proceed further, 
that I have been a careful and I think an accurate observer of 
all the facts and circumstances connected with these public 
proceedings, and that I have taken ample means to preserve a 
record of them. On most of these facts and circumstances 1 am 
now silent. They are not essential to the decision of the ques- 
tion before me, and I have not yet become the accuser of any 
one. At some future time, however, if this unfortunate con- 
troversy is to be pursued in the church, / reserve to mysey the 
r^ht of stating all the facts and circumstances of the case^ to- 

f ether with such remarks upon their connexion and bearing, as 
may think necessary to render them perfectly intelligible*" 

The contingency, which I feared, ha^ occurred ; and devolved 
upon me the necessity of developing those proceedings more 
fully; particularly the part, which you individually and person- 
ally, have taken in them. If the part I describe as yours, 
should seem to constitute a large part or the whole of the pro- 
ceedings, you must not blame me, for removing, the slight 
covering you have been able to throw over your movements, 
and tracing the actions of the church to their true cause and 
source. The fault of your exposure, if there be any fault in it, 
will not be mine. Your misfortune lies in the real unmistified 
truth of the case . My deepest regret touching the matter, is, 
that self-defence should devolve upon me the duty of uncover- 
ing your proceedings and tracing out your tortuous course. 

There had nothing occurred, I will premise, in the whole history 
of our acquaintance to prepare me at all for the new and extraor- 
dinary attitude you assumed towards me, when you made up your 
mind, that ^^ my continuance in office alarmingly endangered the 
peace and prosperity of the church and society," and that, ^< my 
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TeaigaatioD or removal was an indispensable measure." Whit 
new and sudden lights you had discovered, shining so full upon 
the peace and prosperity of the church and society ; or by 
what process of reasoniqg and forecast you had arrived at such 
conclusions, without consultation or communication with me^ 
you have not been kind enough to show. The reasons given 
or the apologies offered for your <;ourse have been throughout 
expressed in such general, vague, and mistified terms, as might 
mean anything, everything, or nothing, as the exigency might 
require. Nothing could be, or was apparently designed to b^ 
understood by the church except that it was your opinion that I 
ought, and your wish that I should go out of office. I could not 
reasonably expect to contrpvert your opinion, when I was not 
permitted to know the grounds of it, except that it was founded 
on something upon which "vow could confidently rely," Nor 
could I devise any means ot approach to your heart, by which 
I might change your wishes upon a point, however interesting to 
me, while I did not know how, when, or by whose sympathy 
you had conceived your wishes. The attitude you assumed 
towards me, when you made your arr<angements to vacate my 
office, and as the first step towards it, to tender me your advice 
to resign, was certainly unexpected. The {position you then 
took and have since so consistently maintained was as perfectly 
astonishing to me as it was to our mutual friends both in our 
own church, and in the neighboring churches. For I believe 
it had given them pleasure to see us take counsel together ibr 
the promotion of objects of common interest to the community. 
But I have been at as little of a loss to understand your per* 
sonal feelings towards me since you knew I hesitated to con- 
form to your advice to resign my office; or to understand what 
were your personal wishes in regard to the proceedings of tha 
church against me ; as I was to understand .your feelings 
towards me, and your wishes in regard to the proceedings of 
the church, when I was in the progress of promotion ; notwith- 
standing you professed the same impartiality at both periods, 
and notwithstanding your recent profuse and solemn assevera- 
tions of tenderness and regard. Your public invocations of a 
spirit of charity and forbearance to characterize the proceed- 
ings of the church, and your earnestness in imploring light from 
above to direct their deliberations, while you withheld the light 
in your own possession, and when the preparations " to accom- 
plish the business," — to carry "the indispensable measure," — 
were already made, have not deceived even men of the most 
superficial observation. Perhaps you have good reasons, 
known only to yourself, by which you can make it appear that 
I have not deserved any candor or charity, or deliberation. 
However that may be, I am certain that all your affectation of 
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those qualities, hitherto, has not at all concealed vonr real and 
fixed purpose from the heffinnine, that I should go out of 
office ; — peaceably if I would, forcibly if I must. The ^^ meas- 
ure " being known to you from the beginning to be '^ indispen* 
sable," per fas out nefas^ f^ the business must be accom- 
plished.'' 

On the 14th March, 1833, a committee appointed at a meet- 
ing of some of the proprietors of the Reading Room, proceeded 
t^ sell at auction the books and property of the whole concern, 
u^der and by authority only of a vote of a majority of the pro- 
prietors then resident in Lancaster and present at the meeting. 
It was at this sale, in your own language, ^' that it was an- 
nounced as a matter of notoriety, that Deacon James G. Carter 
had been a plunderer of the Reading Room.' It is not necessary 
for my present purpose either to controvert or admit your P^i^* 
ticular version of the slander. Tou certainly will have no cause 
to complain, if, in tracing your course in the premises, I give 
the account in your own words. At the utterance of this slan- 
der," you say in your ** Reply," from which I have already 
quoted, ^' there was a general burst of astonishment and indig- 
nation." Why people should be "astonished" at what you 
allege was " matter of notoriety," is not obvious to my under- 
standing ; nor have you informed us against whom the aston- 
ishment and indignation were excited It is my sincere belief, 
that if they had burst upon any one, they would have fallen on 
a very different head from mine, if they had not been directed 
by yourself. Between the 14th and the 21st March, by your 
own showing, you had not only made up your mind that it was 
" an indispensable measure " that I should go out of office, but 
you had devised the means for " accomplishing the business." 
For, availing yourself of a casual opportunity not sought by 
Deacon Wilder Jbr any such purpose, you endeavored to per- 
suade him to call on me and advise me to resign my office. 
Failing in your attempt to make him the instrument for '^ ac- 
complishing the business" in that way, you selected him and 
our brother Ezra Sawyer to be associated with you in an inter- 
view with me, for the purpose of giving the same advice. And 
all these means were taken and arrangements made by you for 
^^ accomplishing the business," in the short space of seven 
days! 

On the 21st March, your arrangements having been made 
the day previous, our brother Sawyer extended your invitation to 
the interview to be held at jour house the same evening. Brother 
Sawyer, in conformity no doubt with his instructions or with 
your mutual agreement, upon the point, took especial care in 
giving the invitation to disclaim for himself and for you all, any 
imputation upon my character or motives. For he said to me. 
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among, other thin^gfl, ^^ that you wished to meet me not as accO'- 
sera, out in a fricDclly way as brethren." " The brethren 1 
was to meet had always been friendly to me." It was with 
this understanding that I accepted your invitation ; for if I had 
understood it in any other way, I should of course have allowed 
you to wait upon me in your own time and manner. He 
said I had been twice publicly accused and had done no- 
thing about it, and you wished to know what was to be my 
course for vindicating my character. It was only seven days 
after the utterance of the slander, and it seemed to be a pretif 
short time to expect I should have made up my mind what 
course to take; but presuming I was to meet friends, who could 
jfavor me with good advice upon the subject, I did not hesitate 
to accept the invitation. 

At the interview at your study in the evening of March 21, 
you all renewed your protestations of friendship, and avowed 
no motive, but to talk over the state of excitement, which you 
alleged to exist in town against me on account of the accusa- 
tion made in the town-house, at the auction of the property of 
the Reading Room. The knowledge of the excitement, which 
was the ostensible ground of your proceedings, I perceived was 
almost wholly confined to you and brother Sawyer. Deacon 
Wilder professed to know very little or nothing about it, except 
what he had learned from you at an accidental meeting the day 
previous. I listened to your description of the excitement and 
blaze against me with astonishment, I must confess ; but yet 
with gratitude to you for your kindness in apprizing me of what 
I supposed from your representations was the fact. For this 
was the first I had heard of it; no intimation of such a blaze 
and excitement having been given to me by any one. Not 
even a whisper of private, individual discontent with my course 
had reached my ear from any member of the church. Upon 
your annunciation of the fact, that the church were excited 
against me, because I had been publicly accused in the town- 
house, seven days before, and had done nothing to show that I 
did not acquiesce in the accusation, and that many '^ had 6een" 
to you upon the subject; — and upon your statements being 
confirmed and added to "four-fold" by Mr. Sawyer; — I could 
not but rejoice to be apprized of the alarming state of things. 
I supposed that my brethren of the church, if they were, as you 
represented them, excited against me, were acting under a 
misapprehension of the facts of the case; — and that I was sure 
of being sustained in my course in regard to the Reading Room 
by you, alter your recent and repeated declarations, with a ^11 
knowledge of the facts, that " 1 had pui my tnerkies completely 
in the wrongy^^ in the matter. If the state of excitement was so 
great as to endanger the orderiy administration of the Lord's 
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Supper, as you represented ; and if the whole town wan envef-^ 
oped in a blaze, as Mr. Sawjer represented ; then, indeed, I 
was prepared for your declaration, and was wholly of your 
opinion, that '^ something must be done to allay " these porten. 
tons evils. Being conscious that there was no real ground or 
cause for such a state of things, and being confident also, that 
you knew there was no cause for it, I proposed the course to 
allay the excitement, whieh I thought would be most effectual. 
My course in regard to the Reading* Room, being the only 
ground alleged, or alluded to by you, at that time as the cause of 
the alienation of respect andconfidence of the church, I proposed 
at once to have the church called t'osether, and offered to bring 
all the facts of the case before them. 1 was sure, if I could do this, 
I should obviate all discontent and allay all excitement among my 
brethren of the church. To this course 1^011 at once objected, 
and said, the church would not resolve itself into a court to try 
me; and besides, if they did, they could not receive as evidence 
my statements. And why could they not receive as evidence 
my statements ? There was nothing formal in the matter. You 
told me the church were excited' against me for a particular 

Srrvate transaction. Who was excited I was not informed. 
T^or could I learn that the evidence of the facts, about which 
they were- said to be excited^ was any better than ^^ my state- 
ments " would have been. You- were particular to inform me, 
upon my inquiry who had complained about my course with 
regard to the Heading Room, that no formal complaint had 
been madcl by any one. As no specMic fact was alleged by you 
or any one, and as no one had been willing to avow nimself as 
ready to stand responsible for, or make good any charge as the 
ground of their dissatisfaction, it was not obvious why I might 
not have been permitted to make a statement of the facts of the 
case. In the exercise of only moderate charity and forbear- 
ance, my brethren would have given me a patient hearing, and 
allowed at least as much weight to my statements as they 
had to the hearsays, on which the excitement wns based. But 
the church^ou said, could not receive my statements as evi- 
dence. " Well,'* said I, " then you may state the facts- of the 
case to them yourself. You know them as well as I do." I 
was still confident that my course had met your individual 
approbation. But the church, you replied, would not be called 
together. Yet these tremendous evils were hanging over us, 
and " something must be immediately done '* to avert them. 
What could I do, if neither the church collectively nor any 
individual of it would assume the responsibility of stating speci- 
fically the cause of the alleged excitement; and would not assem- 
ble to hear a statement in general touching the only avowiBd 
ground of their feelings? I will do my brethren of the church 
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the ju^ice to say^ that I do not believe there was a single indi* 
vidual of them, at the time of this interview, who knew anjrthing 
of your movements or purposes, or who had given you any 
authority to take such a course in their behalf. Your plan 
'^ for accomplishing the business " was wholly unknown to all 
the members of the church, except the two wliom you had 
(chosen to be associated with you. And to them it was but 
partially revealed. For I believe that both Deacon Wilder 
and brother Sawyer, would at that time have been shocked with' 
your plan, if you had told them the whole of your real pur- 
poses. 

I was not long in perceiving, that notwithstanding your 
abounding protestations of tenderness and regard, your real at- 
titude towards me was any thing but what friendship would have 
dictated. The church were in a blaze on my account, and yet 
no brother bad spoken to me upon the subject. No brother 
had complained of my course to you, or if any had, it had been 
in a secret whisper, and not in a way which would enable me 
to meet the charge, or in a way which would make anyone re- 
sponsible for maintaining the charge. The church, you alleged, 
were so excited as to endanger Uie orderly administration of 
one of the ordinances, and yet would not assemble to hear me 
touching the cause of their excitement,— could not receive a« 
evidence my statements, — and would not be called together t<> 
hear even you state the facts of the case to them. But stUi 
^^ something must be done;" — ^^ something nuist be immediately 
done to allay the excitement." I admit, and shall by and by 
show, tbat this was altogether an imaginary state of things, 
except so far a» it depended upon your pleasure ; though the 
picture was drawn by yqu and alleged by you to be true. It is, 
therefore, reality for all purposes of showing your way of 
evincing tenderness and regard, not to say christian charity 
and forbearance, — ^I would not name in this connexion common 
decency of deportment between man and man. 

There was great apparent, hesitation and reluctance to state 
the purpose for which , you had invited me to this meeting ; 
though that purpose had been agreed upon the day previous. 
No one I think will be surprised at the awkwardness of the 
scene, when he considers the relatipn, in which we stood to 
each other, and the importance of the step you were about to 
take. In this state of the interview, however, it did not require 
the exercise of great sagacity to anticipate what measures you 
were about to take, nhen, by my assistance to relieve the 
embarrasment of the moment, you announced your purpose, 
you did it in a way to avoid personal responsibility. Your 
language was : '^ t^ has been suggested to me that you ought 
immediately to resign the office of Deacon in the church." I 
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had no idea of closing the interview without knowing who gave 
such advice ; hut it was not till I had several tiroes spoken of 
the advice as yours, that you perceived the necessity of showing 
your attitude, so far as to say that your own opinion of my best 
course coincided with that just given. I have endeavored to 
learn, but have never yet been able to ascertain who suggested 
Acit course to you, though I have without effort found you most 
earnestly suggesting the course to very many members of the 
church. 

To resign the ofBce of deacon in the church, under the cir^ 
cumstances above stated, was your advice. And to strengthen 
the motive of fear in me, which seemed to be your chief reliance, 
'^ for accomplishing the business," you said many had been to 
you upon the subject. The question of resigning my office 
having been thus presented to me by you, I began to consider 
the consequences of such a step. The first and obvious conse- 
quence of such a measure, would have been an implied derelic- 
tion of duty in some respect relating to the Reading Room, of 
which I was not at all conscious. I considered moreover and 
told you, in our interview, that the dissatisfied members of the 
church could not with any consistency stop with my resignation 
of my office. If I had done any thing to make such a course 
necessary the church ought to pursue me as a member, and 
they probably would do so. Deacon Wilder said, No ! never f 
Mr. Sawyer said he should be willing to pledge himself, that if 
I resigned, no farther steps would be taken in regard to the mat- 
ter by any of the church. These facts show conclusively, that 
you had not at that time expressed to either of the brethren, 
you had chosen to be associated with you, any doubts as to the 
correctness of my moral conduct. They would not have been 
90 prompt and decisive in speaking of the future proceedings of 
the church, if they had received cither from you or any other 
scourde any impression unfavorable to my integrity of charac- 
ter or the moraUty of my course in regard to the Reading Room. 
This confidence in the purity of my motives and the integrity 
of my character was still farther confirmed by Mr. Sawyer on 
our return from your house. " For myself," said he, " I should 
be as well satisfied to sit down under your administration as a 
deacon, as I ever was, or as I should be with any other person 
in your place; but I think it the best step that can be taken for 
the peace of the society and for your peace. " Although you had 
prevailed upon our mutual friends without any consultation with 
me to join you in an interview, in which you were to advise me 
to resign ; yet it was with no personal disatisfaction and no 
suspicion on their part that there was any substantial cause for 
the hostility to me, which was the cause of your movement. 

I received your advice with the respect due to your station^ 
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und the relation in which we stood to each other and the churchy 
rather than what was due to its intrinsic character. Advice 
Yoluntarily tendered to a man of ordinary sagacity and forecast, 
without the facts upon which it is hased, but resting upon the 
personal authority of the adviser alone, must be admitted to be 
poor and insufficient ground for action, in so grave a matter as 
that of resigning an office in the church. The only facts, or 
statements purporting to be facts, you alleged to justify the 
advice tendered to me, were the excitement in the church and 
society. My resignation you then urged as expedient to allay 
the excitement. "My resignation or removal," you now. say 
" was an indispensable measure for the peace of the church and 
society." And moreover you knew then it was an indispensa- 
ble measure ; for you have since, in your own language, only 
" been more Jirmly established in the belief" that it was so. 
To resign an office in the church upon advice merely, when 
nothing was alleged even by the adviser, as the ground of the 
advice, except an excitement for which I knew, and believed t 
you knew, there was no adequate cause, would be placing my- \ 
self, by my own act, in a most humiliating attitude before the y 
world . If it did not prostrate my character and destroy my 
tisefulness in the community, it must inevitably greatly impair 
hoth. 

The advantage to others and the good to the community 
must not only be very great, hut very obvious and certain, to 
j'equire or justify such voluntary immolation of oneself with all 
his hopes and prospects of usefulness in life. Any prudent 
man in circumstances in which you had placed me by your ad- 
vice, would I think first examine pretty thoroughly into the 
truth and reality of the alleged blaze and excitement ; for these 
were the most definite forms in which the objections to my 
continuing in office met me. If the facts alleged as the ground 
or cause of your advice should prove not to be facts, here 
would be an end of the deliberation. But even if the blaze 
and excitement had turned out to be realities, I should naturally 
have inquired farther whether they could not be appeased in 
some other way and without so fatal a sacrifice on my part. 
And if I had found, that they could not be appeased in any other 
way than the one you advised, still the inquiry would remain, 
whether it was of consequence enough to appease them at all, 
to justify or require me to offer myself up a sacrifice to this 
relentless Moloch, which otherwise, it was urged, threatened to 
destroy, without mercy or forbearance, the peace of the church 
and society. 

If all these questions had been answered according to your 
wishes, then and not till then would it have become my duty to 
yield myself up as the victim; and I trust I should have met my 
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fate, hard as it might b^^ with fitmneas and resignation. Btfl 
on proceeding to the business of investigating the first question^ 
as to the truth or reidity of the alleged excitement, it was de- 
cided by most abundant and conclusive evidence, in a way^ 
which made it unnecessary to consider the others at all I took 
prompt, efficient, and certain means to ascertain the nature and 
extent of the excitement. And I was perfectly convinced that 
it had no existence in the church, at the time it was alleged as 
the ground of your advice. I was convinced by evidence, 
which could not and cannot be perverted, that the excitement 
you feared was in a very different qvarter from my brethren of 
the church. The blaze, which had so filled the horizon of your 
vision, and which was alleged to have enveloped the whole 
town, was so small in the church, after all, that none could find 
it, but those who had kindled and were fanning it. And even 
you, who pretended to be so alarmed at the approaching confla- 
gration, either could not or would not tell us where we might 
go, in particular, to find the cause of your alarm. 

Immediately after tendering your advice, finding that I was 
disposed to exercise a sound discretion whether to take it or 
pot, and was inquiring into the truth of your alleged facts, you 
made calls upon brethren of the church, how many I do not 
know, and save them information, firequently I have no doubt, 
their firet in^rmation, of the excitement, you had before alleged 
as the ground of your advice. Tou endeavored to induce some 
brethren, who you supposed would have personal influence with 
me, to sancti(m and confirm your advice; and as a reason why 
they should do so you majgnified greatly beyond the truth the 
extent of the uneasiness in the church. I could particularize 
times, and persons and things said to them by you, if necessary; 
but it would carry me into a degree of detail, which I would if 
possible avoid. And I am persuaded you will not require it. 
You well know the brethren of the church will bear witness to 
your assiduity in this behalf Having alleged the existence o( 
an excitement in the church so great as to endanger the orderly 
administration of the Lord's Supper, as the ground for advising 
one of your deacons to resign his office, you seemed to act as 
if causing the excitement afterwards would prove your assertion 
true. Whereas any blaze, even one sufficient to consume both 
^ou and me, kindled afterwards, would not affect either the 
truth or the falsehood of your previous assertion. Was the 
assertion true, and did you know it to be true, when you made 
it ? Tour subsequent success in spreading the excitement into 
the church, alanniog the fears of the quiet and orderly brethren 
with something they could not see or understand, and by your 
personal influence with them, carrying the ^^ indispensable 
measure," can hare no bearing upon this question. How many 
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moA wiisl nmnlieni of the dnnrch had dfled ii|K>n yen pi 'C vipm 
to March 21, for the purpose of making known meir penonal 
diwaiisiactton with my conduct, or expressing their grief on my 
account? I beg yon to understand, I do not inquire how many 
members of the parish or (mm you had cmlkd titNm, or ^^haa 
conversed " withj mtrodiichig the subject yourself This sort 
of evidence of wUch you hare been so profuse to prore your 
assertion tinct the ckmnA, was excited, does not reach the point 
«t all. And yet you hare not to my knowledge, adduced any 
other. Even if the whole church shoukl noto say, in order to 
sustmn you, that they had always been excited against me, it 
WQuld not justify your assertion. Because you could not have 
known the lact a year agOy by what they may say now. 

On the morning of March 29th, having been active, mean- 
time, IB alarming the fears of the peaceable members of the 
church, and in endeavoring to induce others of my friends to join 
you in your advice, you called at my house apparently to see 
how I was making up my mind. You reiterated your advice 
«md increased your earnestness upon the subject. You said 
again, as you had said before for the same purpose, the church 
were excited. Tou did not^now what might be the conse- 
quence, if you should undertake to iMiminister the ordinance of 
the Supper and I ^ould attempt to officiate. As evidence of 
your assertion you repeated what you had said before, that 
many had been to you upon the subject I inquired as I bad 
inquired before, without receiving any answer, who had been 
to you? You replied, if I wished to know you would tell me 
at any time. I w^h to know now, said I. Toil then answered ; 
the three deacons, Mr. Ezra Sawyer, Capt. Lincohi, and John 
6. Thurston had conversed with you upon the subject. Tou 
had alleged a state of excitement in the church as the ground 
of your advice to me, and to prove the truth or reality of the 
excitement in the church, you had repeatedly told me many 
had been to you. Aiid you now prombed to tell me who ; that 
is, in the connexion who had been to you. But you paid my 
understanding a poor compliment if you supposed, that I should 
not detect your equivocation, when you only informed me cer- 
tain persons had conversed with you. Much less could you 
suppose, without presuming greatly upon my stupidity, that 
I should receive the assertion that certain persons no^ of the ^ 
church had convened with you, as evidence of an excite- ' 
ment in the church. Upon my inquiry who introduced the 
subject when the above gentlemen conversed with you, you 
aaid, you did not think that material, but you presumed you in- 
troduced it YOURSELF. So you would have me understand the fact 
that you had introduced the subject and conversed with people 
4nd of the church as evidence of a state of alarming excitemeol in 
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die chorch. The insalt to mj nnderstandiiig, however handiie 
it may be, hnpUed hj jovtr cqoiyocation in the conyersation 
aboye staled, jou haye neyer apologized for or explained; 
although the circumstances of the conyersation were stated in 
my ^^ Answer " communicated to the church, to which 70a 
haye made a formal and written ^' Reply." 

Another topic in our conyersation at my house, March 29, to 
which I haye neyer alluded in any communication to 70a or the 
church, and to which I shpuld not now allude, if you had not 
introduced it, in rather a peculiar way and for a peculiar pur- 
pose, into your ^^ Reply." I mean the moral wrong. After 
your assertions about the excitement in the church, and your 
haying said, you had seen no cause to alter your opinion, as to 
the expediency of my resigning the office of deacon, I thought 
you pressed your adyice beyond civility. For, being yet un- 
accused by any one, it was wholly a matter of civility. I told 
you nothing could justify the course you were taking, but the 
supposition that I had done something morally wrong. JDo 
you suppose, said I, that there is anything morally wrong, in my 
course relating to the Reading Room : for that was the only 
subject yet «dUeged as the cause of excitement against me. 
Recollecting your previous assertions, that Iluidpuimy enemies 
completely in the torong in this matter, I did not suppose there 
could, in your opinion, be anything wrong on my part. You 
said, if you had done as I had, you shoiSd have- thought it 
morally wrong in yourself I was not a little surprised at this, 
after your former approbation of my course, and pursued the 
inquiry thus: ^^ Dr. Thayer, do you suppose I have intentionally 
done what I knew to be wrong? " Tou said ^' No! " and added, 
^^ I have charity for you. But the law could have nothing 
to do with my motives." I do not know what law you meant; 
but if you meant the law of God, which is the only law, that 
reaches motives, and therefore the only one it would have been 
pertinent for you to refer to in answer to my question, you did 
not evince a very profound knowledge of casuistry. It must 
be remembered, that you and I had held various conversations 
upon this subject alone and in other company. And it must be' 
remembered that you had assumed an attitude towards me and 
a responsibiltty in advising me to resign, eight days before this 
time, which much needed for its justification something wrong 
on my part, which neither you nor any other brother had yet 
ventured to insinuate. The facts of the case had been com- 
pletely in your knowledge from the beginning. If you had 
ever mtended to put your advice upon such ground, why had 
you not said so to Deacon Wilder and Mr. Sawyer? Why had 
^ou not made some intimation of this new view of yours touch- 
mg my course with the Reading Room? Not a word escaped 
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your lips to my knowledge even insinuating such a thing, not- 
withstandioff we had conversed upon the subject so freely and 
80 oflen. And even at last, I drew it from you, by telling you 
nothing else could justify your measures, and putting the ques- 
tion in direct terms. And your answer after all came in such 
qualified and mitigated terms, asto amount to no more than a par- 
tial apology for your previous advice. It may not redound to our 
mutual credit, but still it would be true, if I should say, we had 
both become a little animated in the conversation, and I had 
told you, if I resigned my office, I should resign with it my con- 
nexion with your church and society. 

At a subsequent interview with you, when I informed you that 
I had made up my mind not to resign my office in conformity with 
your advice, I introduced the subject of the moral wrong, I 
told you it might be your duty, being my minister, to talk to me 
about moral wrong, or what you chose now for your own pur- 
poses to denominate by such names. But I should not bear 
such' an imputation, in my own house, from any other man, 
without resenting it in a summary manner. And, moreover, if 
you told any body else, I had done morally wrong, it would be 
slander, and I would hold you responsible for it forthwith . 
Knowing that you were busy with the members of the church, 
and having good cause to believe you were endeavoring to 
alienate from me their confidence, I was at some pains to learn 
what language you used in talking of this matter to them. I 
found you sometimes calling my course with the Reading-Room 
imprudenty sometimes diahonorabhj and in one instance, after I 
had drawn the expression from you, morally wrong. I leave 
you to adjust with your own conscience the morality and the 
honor of riding about the town, and making these and similar 
insinuations with regard to me without stating to me specifical- 
ly the charge, and giving me an opportunity to meet it. I have 
been the more particular to state these circumstances in regard 
to your treatment of me, yet wholly unaccused by any one 
brother of the church, in order to show you, that I understand 
the means by which the necessary excitement was produced in 
the church '* to accomplish the business," — to carry " the in- 
dispensable measure." 

The next and only remaining topic in our conversation at my 
house, March 29, to which I shall allude, relates to what was 
said about my dismission fi'om your church, and recommenda- 
tion to another. As my statement upon this point is the only 
one, in the long narration of facts and circumstances contained 
in my " Answer " to the church, which you make even the 
pretence of disputing in your formal '^ Reply," I think it worth 
while to present the statement, together with your refutation of 
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it at length. I wish t6 show your ingenuity and suceess in 
controyerling my facts. My statement was as follows : 

" I told Dr. Thayer at this interriew that if I resigned my office I should 
resign with it my connexion with the ehnreh and society. He said he 
should regret that course. I asked him, if, should I wish to join another 
Unitarian society in the neighborhood, his church would give me a dismis- 
sion and recommendation? He said, ^res — at least / should make no 
(Ejection.* ' However,' continued he, * t should not think it advisable to 
apply fbr one immediately.' I have recited this part of oar conversastion 
beK>re yon, my brethren^ because I think it had an important bearing upon 
the question then before me. It showed me that the resi^ation of my 
office was considered as merely a jirudentiftl measure ; for, if there was in 
the estimation of the Pastor, anything in my character, which could ren- 
der me unworthy of a place in his cmircfa, he could not, with good faith, 
recommend me, or consent to my recommendation by his church, to a 
■ister church.'* 

Ton meet this litatement in the following paragraph, quoted 
from yowr ** Reply." 

<< I do most solemnly affirm, that the stlttement he has made, that I Jbyi 
gave an unqualified answer in the affirmative to his question, whether ia 
dase he should leave the society I wopld give him a dismission and reeon- 
mendation to another Unitarian Society in the neighbourhood, has no 
foundation in truth. I think no one can give cre<£t to this statement, 
who considers for one moment, that it wae a question which must eventi»-> 
aHy be decided by the Clrarch; that in the course of the eonvetsatioa I 
had told lum, that in taking and retaiaing the books, he had done what 
in my opinion was morally wrong. At the same time also I was informed 
by him, that he was aboat to commence a civil action for the vindication 
of his character. All which it was proper for me to say or which I did 
■ay was, that I would submit the question, if desired, to the brethriniy 
and that the present would be n very improper time to make the applica- 
tion." 

I have a few remarks to o^r ; first, upon what you would 
have us understand to he your ^^ solemn affirmation^" that some«» 
thinff in my statement ^^has no foundation in truth," and se» 
condly, upon the reasons you adchice to render it more proba^ 
hie that your statement is true, than mine. I premise that I 
took particular pains to make and preserve a record of that 
conversation at the time it was bad, and I was careful to state 
it accurately in my ^^ Answer," as it stands above. The plot 
had so thickened about me, that I perceived that if I held my 
office in the church, it must be in spite of you, and not by your 
assistance or even impartiality between me and my enemies. 
And I told you so then. Hence having had a free conversa- 
tion with ydu, and having drawn from you, some of your views 
of the case, which I thought important as putting your advice 
upon its proper and true footing, viz ; expediency for the ap- 
peasing of my enemies, I wrote down during the same day, on 
which the conversation was held, all the material parts of it, 
preserving as well as I could recollect from the forenoon to th# 
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liAemoon> th« v^ i^ords used. I diso i^U^sted Mrs. 0., 
Who wta present during the Whol^ conrerisiition and participftt*- 
ed in it, immediately ^er you left tfa^ house, to write dowiJI 
Mr words. She did so. Aud although I did not refi^i: to of 
iiee her memoirahdum till I was preparing thy answer to the 
ehurch in July fdlowing, yet I am sustained hy it as well tA by 
her distinct recoHection, on the material point in the issue you 
liave made up. 

The question I asked you, it will be iie^ by reference to the 
libove extract from my "Answer," was in thesfe words: "I asked 
him, if, should I wish to joiil another Uhttarian Society in the 
neighbourhood, Hfs cHuticB would give tne a dismission and re- 
commendation." The answer I attribute to you is in the fol- 
lowing words : " He said, ^ yes — iit least I should make no 
objection. However,' continued he, * I should not think it ad- 
visable to apply for bne immediately.'" The answer to the 
same question^ attributed to you by Mrs. C. is as follows : " I 
proAime so. Sir ; — at least /should make no obje<;tion. But I 
f^ould not think it expedient for you to take that course at 
present." Now whether you cavfe one of these answers or the 
other, is not at all material to the purpose, for which 1 asked 
the question originally, and introduced the topic ihto my " An^ 
swer." Both show conclusively that you knew nothing in mt 
ehard.eter generally, or in my course with the Reading-Room 
ift particular. Which could impair my standing m the church. 
You yielded your unqualified assent that you Wotild tnake no 
objection to my halving k dismission and recommendatioti fronb 
the ehurch. TMs was all I wanted to draw from yon, and it 
proves all thiit I designed to shoW, when I introduced the topic 
into my answer ; tiz ; that niy resigiiation was regarded by gbiiy 
as well as by the brethren, whom you had chosen to be ^tssoci- 
ated with you iti giving your advice, as merely a prudential 
measure, to oonciliate certain people out of the church. They 
demanded my sacrifice, and your whole course as well ttk your 
answer to ray question, shoWs that yott were prepared to oflTer 
me up, for ito other reason than because they d^nfianded it, ahd 
^M they would itot be peaceable without it. 

But I have not done With your "solemn Afiirnrtt^n." Al- 
though you undoubtedly meant to cofivey the hiit>ressiokt unfi 
did convey the impression to our brethren, that you denied, i^ 
the most solemn and emphatic maimer, sotoethii^, which I had 
affirmed, and thus, so far as they believed you, threw the odium 
of a prevarication or Ke upon Uie : yti your language is so 
cautious, guarded, and qualified, that I am not quite sur6, you 
could not explain it, if any exigency should require, to be to^ 
sistent with my statement. You solemnly affirm, that you dM 
not/r«e give to uthqualified answer in th^ affirm&tlte Hd my 
6 
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qnestion. You may be aware that you gaye an unqualified 
answer in the affimative, and only mean to deny that you 
gave it JirsL From your putting the word, Jirst, in italics, as 
emphatically important, I should be inclined to the belief, that 
this is the way you prepared for a retreat if you were pushed 
hard for your meaning. Or you may be aware that you first 
gave an affirmative answer but slightly qualified with the 
phrase, '^ I presume so, sir." If you mtended so to frame your 
sentence as to obviously convey one meaning, and yet to be 
susceptible of others, if you were called upon to explain your- 
self ; I think you were remarkably successfiiL And the parade 
of a ^' solemn affirmation " about something not at all material 
or important was a happy conceit to give consequence to the 
impression you really meant to convey to our brethren of the 
church* It might help you very much in now producing the 
state of feeling among our brethren, which you had several 
months before asserted as the ground of your advice. 

If you do not wish to resort to either of these explanations of 
your *^ solemn affiVmation," though I can hardly conceive of 
your so using language without some purpose of the kind ; if 
you really meant and. avow now that you mean to deny some- 
thing, something material that I have said, so as to raise a 
question of veracity between us, pray what is it, in direct, plain, 
and unequivocal language, that you wish to put the stamp of 
falsehood upon I If I could know what you mean to deny, that 
I have affirmed, I should not be slow inmeeting the issue, be- 
fore any tribunal you might choose. As you have chosen, for 
your own purposes, to use language thus vague and indefinite, 
I have no alternative but to iuierprct it as well as I can, and 
meet you on tHe question of veracity before your own tribunal, 
the public. 

You have endeavored to give your " solemn affirmotion '' a 
greater air of plausibility by mistating the question proposed 
to you. I asked you whether the church would give me a 
dismission &c: You state the question, pretending to take it fi^ora 
my answer, to be, whether tou would give me a dismission, &c 
This mistaking of yourself for the church would have been still 
more surprising, if I had not been accustomed to see you make 
the same mists^e before. You mistate the question still further 
when you represent me as asking whether you would give me a 




to another Unitarian church of course. You could not for a 
moment suppose me to be so ignorant of the usages of our 
churches, as to ask a minister personally to give me a recom-. 
mendation to a society. And yet all these absurdities are ap- 
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{i^rent upon the fkce of your mode of stating the question. But 
your '^ solemn affirmation/' that something I bad stated in mj 
Answer, '^ had no foundation in truth," and your adding at the 
close of your paragraph, the following sentence ; ^' All which 
it was proper for me to Bay, or which I did say was, that I 
would submit the question, if desired, to the brethren, and that 
the present would be a very improper time to make the appli- 
cation; " show that you meant our brethren and the public to 
understand you, as fixing lipon me a falsehood. And I propose 
to show how you have succeeded. Upon the question of ve- 
racity distincftly raised between us, let us see how the evidence 
stands. Admitting that the probabilities t>f my telling a lie, 
and of your telling a lie, in this matter, are precisely equal, 
and I should not be willing, and I think no one, who has read 
«ven tlnis far in this letter would require me, to place my char- 
«icter for accuracy or veracity below yours; against your " sol- 
emn aiffirmation," I place my " solemn assertion. '* If the 
case is now balanced between us, other evidence and circum- 
stances must turn the scale. I wrote down the words, I have 
attributed to you, on the very day they were uttered. I stated 
them tc others before this issue was joined. I have shown the 
original memorandum, and will show it to you, if you request 
it, in the midst of a book of similar memoranda with its date 
affixed. Have you taken any such care to be accurate in your 
recollection ? On the contrary ; when you offered your remarks 
to the church on the spot, in reply to my communication, you 
made no such solemn affirmation. You merely said touching 
this topic you did not recollect saying what I attribute to you. 
Tou expressly admitted you could not say that you did not use 
the language, I attributed to you ; but this you would say, that 
you had no recollectionivhatever of using such language to me. 
The solemn affirmation, then, is the result of deliberation. It 
\vas not spontaneous and from the heart, without weighing the 
bearing of the facts stated by me. The position you had now 
assumed towards me, and the position into which you had led 
the church, made it necessary to disavow that conversation. 
With that conversation staring you in the face, it was too pal- 
pably plain, that your advice was merely prudential. But, if I 
admit that my assertion, with such extraordinary care to be 
accurate, and with no motive to be otherwise^ is no better than 
your affirmation, without such care, contrary to your first im- 
pression when the subject was presented to you, and with a 
strong motive to get rid of the fact implied, still I have much 
other evidence to place in my side of the scales. I am sus- 
tained as to everything material by the memoranda and dis- 
tinct recollection of Mrs. C, who heard the whole conversa- 
tion alluded to. If the evidence rested here upon a question 
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of veracity between u% I soppd«e I coxild not in a court of law^ 
from the relation, of the witnesses, convict yon of a falsehood. 
But if the matter wer^ brought to thatjssue, I could find a imUf 
who would do it. 

But fortunately !( have nuich other evidence all joiuing in 
the clei^^st mannei; to sustain my assertion. You have en^^ 
deavored to fortify your affirmation, by referrisig to the circum* 
stances of the case. I th^nk you for the suggestion of that 
mode of reasoning; for X shall show you that the circmor 
stances of the case make evidence aUogether the other way. 
It will be recollected that in the invitation to the interview, 
at which you tendered youi: advice to me to resigqit my office,^ 
all imputations upon my character and motives were expresslv 
disdain^. The same idea was studiously kept up through. ' 
that ix^terview. It was only necessary that I should resign in 
order to preserve the peace of the church. !No one wished, I 
was^ assured, to iiopaii^ my christian standing, or abridge py 
christian privileges. You made many of the brethren of the- 
church believe, and you endeavored to make me believe, that 
n^y resignation under the circumstances would not impair my 
christian standing; bec^u^e, forsooth, I might tell the chuiich 
in my resignatioj^^ thajt ^' 1 was conscious of rectitude, and 
resigned out of tenderness, and i:espect to my aggrieved 
brethren." . You kept up the same idea that no imputation was« 
intended upon my christian character through the whole coBr 
versation i^ which I attribute to you the lapguage, which you 
now solemnly deny. You were asked distinctly in the saio# 
conversation, whether I could retain my standing in the church, 
after being driven from my office. Certainly, or by all means, 
said you; lio one would object to your continuing a member of 
the church. In your " Reply," read to the church four months 
afterwards, the same idea is still before us. For you si^ there, 
as you bad always said before^ ^^ there was no wish or inten^ 
tion to deprive him of the enjoyment of any privilege of a 
christian brother." Now it is an undoubted christian privilege, 
which every mj^mber of a church in regular standing has a 
right to expect and demand, to be recommended to another 
church upon his request. If you would not, then, deny me 
any privilege of a christian brother, you could not but have- 
given an affirmative, ansiper to my question! The language I 
attributed to you is perfectly consistent with all your previous 
language upon the subject, as well as with that used afterwards 
by you. Whereas if yjon admit that I asked you the question, 
and deny that you gave an affirmative answer in the fullest 
manner prou could, it would be an insulated step, wholly incon- 
sistent, mcompatible, and out of keeping with all your language. 
before.i^Ada^erit. 
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Your i^lempt U> streiigtbeii the prol>abilit7 of troth on jtMir 
side, by reference to the eircwostances of the case, is singular- 
ly unfortunate fo« you. ¥ott say : ^^ I think no one can give 
credit to this statement, who considers, for one moment, that it 
was a questiott, which wast eventually be dm^ided by the 
Church." The wht^ force of this argument dependtr upoar 
your mistatemeat of xny question. I kmew perfectly well, that 
by the usage of the churches geaerally, and of our church im 
particular, letters ef Yecommendatibn were yoted by the brethren. 
And therefaie i should not ask you personally to give me a re» 
commendation. I did not ask you such a questioM. And I did 
not so state the question in my communication to the ehurch. 
My question was before you in distinct and definite terms in my 
^^ Answer," when you mistated it in your ^^Repfy." On ft 
question of yevacity between a Clei^yman and m Deacon, earn 
would suppose greater accuracy and fairness might be reason- 
ably expected. H must be ohrious to the slightest observation^, 
that the whole fbree of your sMument depends upon your own 
mistatement. If you expected to give strength to your affie- 
mation by myck means, I ha.ve only to say you are greatly mia- 
t&ken in the ^{iture of the evidence. As to the air of solemni- 
ty with which you introduced this topic^ whether it be equivoca- 
tion ii^ language, which any man of much less pretensions than 
yourself, ought to be ashamed to adopt in speaking to a chri»» 
tion church or a christian public, or whether it be a charge of 
falsehood raised by a cleigyman against a deacon, I am very 
sure it will not answer your purpose in producing convictioB. 
For discriminating minds will not allow you in this issue to 
make up in solemnity what you lack in evidence. 

I have now said all that can be necessary for me to say upon< 
the question of veracity. With the overwhelming amount of 
the clearest positive and circumstantial evidence I have ad^ 
dgced to meet your solitary, unsustained, though '^solemn affir- 
mation," I am perfectly willing, without attempting to add any 
thing to the weight of my solemnity, to submit the question to 
the public ; whether the falsehood, if there he one between 
us^ as youi have endeavoi'ed to show^ does not fall back upon 
yourself, 

I have stated in a former part of my letter the circumstances 
relating to the vessels and furniture of the table being commit- 
ted to my care soon afler I entered upon my duties as a deacony 
by my brethren in office. The deacons of a church, I presume 
you understand, are a corporation recognized in law, in whom 
is vested, and who are responsible for, the property of the 
church. At the first communion after you had advised me to 
resign my office, and before I had determined whether to take 
your advice or not^ no public meeting of the church having yet 
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beefi had, the sexton called id the morning as usual, but withoui 
hringing the bread to be prep^edfor the table. Why did he 
not bring it ? It had been his invariable custom. The cir- 
cumstance of my being from home could not have been known 
to him, for it was not known to myself till the evening previous; 
and then was not made public. The sexton neither brought 
the bread to be prepared for the table as usual, but he never 
enquired for me. He took the furniture of the table, and did 
not return it in the evening, as he had always done before^ but 
carried it to another place. I knew the circumstance of being 
absent from home could have had no influence in determining 
any body to transfer the property from my care to other hands ; 
because it could not have been known to anybddy that I should 
be absent. I did not believe my brethren in office had deter- 
mined previously, without consulting me upon the subject, to 
place the property in the care of another. Nor did I believe 
it consistent with the faithful and unassuming character of the 
sexton, to venture upon the responsibility, unsolicited and unad- 
vised by any one, of removing the church property from the 
place, in which he had been directed by the competent authority 
to put it. Nor yet did I believe that any^ other member of the 
church but yourself, who had already shown such a decided de- 
termination to have my office vacated, at any rate, would pre- 
sume or think of such a thing as taking the property of the 
church from my care, without at least consulting me upon the 
subject. I made it my business to ascertain with certainty, 
forthwith, whether the deacons had given any directions for the 
removal of the property from my care. I found not only that 
they had given no orders for such a transaction, but that they 
were very much surprised such a step should have been taken. 
It was a step calculated, certainly, in my situation at that parti- 
cular time, not only to wound my feelings, but to convey the 
impression to others that I had lost the confidence of my brethren 
in office* It conveyed the imputation either that my brethren in, 
office did no longer choose to have the property exposed to my 
^'plundering" disposition, or that they considered it a settled 
matter that I was to be ousted from office^ I may have done 
you injustice, but I must confess that I suspected that you had 
either given the order to the sexton, or that the suggestion of 
the step originated with you. The supposition was not wholly 
inconsistent with what I had seen of your measures '^ for ac- 
complishing the business," and I could not account for the 
transaction in any other way without involving greater impro- 
babilities. Accordingly, when you called upon me a few days 
afterwards, to ascertain whether I was about to take your advice 
or not, having informed you that I should not resign under pre^ 
sent circumstances, I asked you a question thus : '^ Do you 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



47 

know by whose order or direction the church plate was remor- 
ed from my house ? " "I did not know ike fact ;" you replied. 
Your answer so far from relieving my suspicions, confirmed 
them that you were at the bottom of the transaction. You did 
not answer my question. Tou only told me, you did not know 
as the order was executed. I asked no further question, be- 
cause it would not have been quite civil, seebg you were under 
no obligations to answer me, and appeared quite desirous to 
satisfy my curiosity with one decisive and emphatic answer : 
'^ I did not know thefact^^ Now suppose I should ride to the 
sexton's house, or suppose I should sit in my study and tell the 
isexton, or tell somebody else, or request or suggest to some* 
body else to tell the sexton to take an article of furniture from 
your house and place it at brother Ezra Sawyer's; and suppose 
next week I should be at your house, and you should ask me 
if I knew by whose order that furniture was removed, and I 
should say '^ I did not know thefacty^^ because I had not seen 
the order executed or the suggestion acted upon, would 
it be quite civil to ask me immediately any more questions 
about it ? 1 think not. StOl I should like to know some time when 
it would be civil to ask the question, who originated the idea, 
at that particular time, of removing the furniture of the table 
firom my house to Mr. Sawyer's ; or whether any body " sug- 
gested the measure to you,'' or " conversed with you" or ** had 
been to you" about it before it was done. I am not particular- 
ly desirous of knowing, who is now willing to assume the re- 
sponsibility of the measure, because I hope both you and I have 
many friends, who would be willing to assume such a responsi- 
bility for us in an emergency. If the sexton ventured upon 
that step undirected, unsolicited, and without the suggestion 
of any one, I venture to say, that all who know his modest and 
unassuming character would be ready to hazard the assertion, 
that he never did before, and probably never would again, do 
such a bold and audacious act. 

I had experienced all these evidences of your professed 
<^ desire to treat me with all possible tenderness " before the 
middle of April; and the preceding pages truly state our posi- 
, tion and relation to each other at that time. From the first 
moment your advice to resign was tendered to me, J had used 
all diligence, caution, and circumspection to ascertain, what 
was the course of prudence and duty under the circumstances. 
I had particularly, both personally and by my friends, endeav- 
ored to satisfy myself as to the truth and reality of the exc!te- 
meot against me in the church, alleged by you as the ground 
of your advice. And my inquiries resulted in the perfect con- 
viction, that there was no excitement or dissatisfaction among 
my brethren^ which needed or could excite your fears. I was 
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mthSmd and imuiy of nrf fnendB aikl brethren were aatisfied, tfi«t 
tiie excitement against me if there was any worth noticing. un4 
the real cause of your unnecessary alarm was in a very different 
quarter from the church. I had considered and weighed with 
great and anxious deliberation, the bearing of the step you had 
recommended, upon my character and standing in the church 
and comnranity. Being seitisfied that the excitement spoken of 
by you, with such alarmnig apprehension*^ was, so far as the 
church were concerned, a fiction, and therefore that the alleged 
ground of your advice was not the true ground ; knowing that 
BO brother had made Iraown to me his personal dissatisfaction, 
and having been assured by you that qo one had preferred any 
charge apeci&c or general, for which he would be responsible; 
and, moreover, you having distinctly and repeatedly refused to 
call the oluirch together, formally or informally, to hear from 
me or even from yourself any explanation of the alleged cause 
of the alleged ground of your advice; I could not think it either 
the course of duty, or of prudence to retire from office, by my 
own act, under such circumstances. Such a step, voluntarily 
taken, would have been bowing assent to an imputation upon 
my character and motives, which I could never wipe out or 
explain, unless, contrary to your avowed purposes, you or the 
church should aflerwaids arraign me for some enormity, which 
'I must have ^dready perpetrated to justify your measures* 
My letter of resignation, however full of protestations of inno- 
cence, sleeping upon the files of the church, would but .poorly 
counteract before iay friends and the public, the imputation 
implied by allowing myself to be driven va^er such circum<- 
stances from a sacred and responsible office ia the church. If 
you knew of nothing in my character, which rendered me un- 
worthy of my place, or more ooworthy of it, than I was, when 
I was so recently promoted to it, it was a flagrant assault upon 
the rights and dignity of my cf&ce^^ for you, perscmally, thus to 
endeavor to force me from it, to say nothing of the wanton dis- 
regard of my private feelings and christian privileges. If you 
knew of any" sufficient ground for your course, I most ardently 
desired to know what it was, that I might meet it then and 
refute or explain it. If, contrary to your professions, and I 
believe to your real purposes at the time, you merely wished me 
to depose myself from office, that you might at some future 
time, convenient to yourself, impeach me as a private brother 
for something, of which you then knew me or supposed me 
guilty, I had no idea of changing \ny position of defence. I 
was well situated as I was. If J was to be imrpeached at all 
for any act or acts of my life, I chose to be impeached in my high 
place, with the rights and dignities of the office, with which 
my brethren had so recently invested me by an almost unani- 
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tfioud Vote, unimpaired by any act of my own. I supposed, if 
you had any ground for yoUr proceedings, by remaining firm 
at my post, and demaading to see my accusers face to face, I 
should oblige you or them to stand forth and avow yourselves 
responsible for some specific and adequate charge. Then I 
could meet it, and I did not at all dread the action of my breth- 
ren of the church, with all the facts of the case before them. 

Having very deliberately come to the determination not to 
retire voluntarily from office under the circumstances, in which 
I was placed, without some more adequate cause for it being 
adduced than I could at that time see, I availed myself of the 
£rst opportunity to make known my determination to you. 
You then desired to know whether I should officiate at the next 
communion, staying to me that it was your present opinion, if 
Buch were my purpose, you should not appoint a communion. 
I knew there was no ground for your affectation of alarm for an 
excitement in the church. The excitement you feared was 
not in the church; and, moreover, you knew it, or might have 
known it, from your own observation, as well as by the infor- 
mation given you by several of the brethren. Still I was dis- 
posed to yield to your false position towards me, so far as I 
could do it, consistently with duties of a higher and more sacred 
character, and, which were above and beyond the reach of any 
such motives as affected fear of a false and a fictitious excite- 
ment. With the intimation that you would not attempt to ad- 
ministei* the communion if I were to officiate in my place, I told 
you -I would let you know of my purpose seasonably. I dwelt 
upon this alternative, which you seemed to present, with some 
anxiety. I had already absented myself once from my place, 
in order to take and give time for deliberation, and to enable 
my dissatisfied brethren, if iany such there were, to examine 
the grounds of their dissatisfaction, and condense them into 
some specific allegation. But I could learn nothing more 
specific either from you or any one else, as the reason why my 
officiating in my place should endanger the orderly celebration 
of the Lord's Supper; and I did not believe your alarm had 
any adequate cause, and moreover, I did not believe then and 
do not believe now^ it was anything more than affectation in 
you in order "to carry the indispensable measure." The 
question before me was whether I should allow you, of your 
own motion, practically to suspend me from the discharge of 
the duties of my office, without any cause assigned but your 
own pleasure ; or whether those duties did not impose an 
obligation upon me equally sacred with any obligations of yours, 
and altogether beyond your personal control. ' If I have any 
just apprehension of the respective rights of officers in the 
church, you were no more authorized by virtue of your office 
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as Pastpr to approach me, as too did, tban I bad- then or faa^ 
now in virtue of my office as Deacon to assume the same atti- 
tude towards you; and request you to send me word seasonably 
whether you intend to preach next sabbath; and assure you, if 
you do, I shall, as at present advised, not have any meeting, 
lest there should be an excitement among the people. I felt 
not only my personal feelings and character trifled with by 
your proceedings, but the rights and dignity of my office were 
called in question by yoo, and I had a responsibility to my 
brethren in the office of deacon and to the ehurches «s w^U as 
to myself. 

With these impre^sioB8 o£ what wa0 ^e to myself and my 
office in the church, I addressed the following note to you the 
Saturday evening before the commxmion was to be appointed, 
that you might postpone its appointment if you thought yours^f 
invested with that power, and chose to take the responsibility of 
the measure : 

Rev. Dr. Thayer : Sir ; I am not able to perceive any sofficient reason 
for forbearing the discharge <»f my official duties at the next communion of 
our church. If I am in town and am able to attend public worship, I riittll 
officiate in my place ; believing it to be a duty, which 1 cannot with pro- 
priety or safety to myself neglect. 

Yours, respectfully, Jambs G. Cartxr. 

Saturday afiemoan^ May, 26, 1832. 

You happenedto.be absent on an exchange, and the com-' 
munion was appointed for the next sabbath. On your return^ 
Monday morning, you addressed to me the following note. 

Monday, May 28, 1832. 
Dear Sir, On my return from Fitchburg I found your note of Saturd^ 
eve. Had I been at home yesterday, or been seasonably informed of your 
purpose, a meeting of the church would have been publicly appointed, that 
I might ask advice and direction of the brethren in relation to yoiir case. 
As I must be absent till Thursday, I have addressed a note to the other 
Deacons informing them that there will be a church meeting on Friday 
next immediately after the Sacramental Lecture. I have requested then 
to attend ; and to communicate as for as possible infof motion of tb« Meet- 
ing, that I may receive the advice to which I refer. 

1 am your christian brother, N. Thatxb. 

With a view to do you full justice and to present the wh<^ 
ground, I subjoin a copy of the notes addressed to each of the 
other deacons of the church. 

Lancaster, Mom ^,IB33. 
Dear Sir; On my return from Fitchburg last evening I found that late 
on^ Saturday eve a note was received from Deacon James G. Carter, in^ 
forming' me of his purpose ^* if in town and able " to officiate at the admin- 
istration of the ordinance of the supper the next Lord's day. So many 
members of the church have expressed a desire and hope that he would 
not officiate under nresent circumstances, that I cannot take upon myself 
the responsibility or administering the ordinance without mkiug 9aviQC^ 
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and direction of the choreh in relation to hi* ttme. I therefore appoint a 
church-meeting to be holden immediately after the sacramental Lecture 
on Friday next. I particularly request your attendance, and that you will 
be so good as to communic&te information of the meeting to the brethren' 
a«faraspe0sible. > 

I am with smcerity jwafnend, amd christian brothe^ 

Nathl. Thatsb. 

If you wislicd ** the advice aftd direction of the church *' up- 
on BOiue question relating to your own duties and course, yon 
had a most unquestionable right to caH them together to give 
jrou'^^ advice and direction.^' But if you called the church to- 
gether to advise me, or to sanction yowt advice to me, it seems 
to me it woidd have been more in the way of tfour duty to let 
me act upon my 'own responsibility in the matter. If the course 
I thought it my right and duty to take infringed* ot interfered 
¥^h your rights and duties, or those of the church ; then the 
business of the brethren was either to give you direction or to 
take some order themselves for your or their protection, and 
nbt to give me advice at your request. What new atrocity had ' 
I perpetrated, or what new circumstances had occurred which 
rendered it expedient or necessary to call the church together 
at this time, " to ask advice and direction of the brethren in 
relation to my case," that did not exist two or three months 
before, when I requested and my friends requested it, that I 
might have opportunity to explain the doubts and suspicions, if 
any such they had, that had been infused into their minds .^ 
None at all, that I know or can conceive of, except that yon 
knew perfectly well, if I could meet the church unprejudiced 
and uncommitted, as to any course of action, I should have 
satisfied every fair mind of the purity of my motives and the 
integrity of my actions. By this time, with two or three 
months faithful drilling, you expected they were sufficiently pre- 
judiced and excited " to accomplish the business — to carry the 
indispensable measure." But your eyes had been so riveted 
on another excitement far out of the borders of the church, that 
afler all you mistook th^ temper, state of feeling, and disposi- 
tion of the church, at that time, when you called them together. 
They were far enough in their appearance and in their actions 
from verifying your assertions about their excited state. Not a 
brother professed himself personally and on his own account 
dissatisfied, though every one probably believed, from your rep- 
resentations, the rest of his brethren were just ready to burst 
into a wild and consuming blaze. But as each waited for 
somebody who was dissatisfied to make known* his feelings, > 
nothing was said about dissatisfaction except by yourself. You, i 
indeed, informed them they were very generally excited and 
dissatisfied, but I submit to you and to any observer of the pro- 
ceedings of the first church meeting, if they seemed to know 
much about it, after all, except what you told them. 
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You say in'your note to the other deacons^ requesting them 
to summon a church meetmg, that ^^ so many members of the 
church have expressed a desire and hope that he would not 
officiate under present circumstances, that I cannot take upon 
myself the responsibility of administering the ordinance of the 
Lord'd Supper without asking advice and direction of the church 
in relation to his case." I have not learned that you have 
even told the other deacons, what members had expressed those 
^^ desires and hopes " that I should not officiate* nor that you 
told them, what the ^^ present circumstances " were that gave 
rise to those desires and hopes. You certainly never have 
given me any information, either as to the ^^ circumstances " or 
the personsy who ^'desired and hoped" on account of them, 
that I should not officiate. I never could hear of any thing 
more specific than a general excitement, without any particular 
person^s being affected by it, — a general blaze and no one con- 
scious of even being warmed by it. But the church having 
been called together to give you advice and direction, as to 
what /should do; or, if I do you injustice in stating the object 
of your meeting, I will give it in your own words, "to ask ad- 
vice and direction of the church in relation to his case; " you 
submitted as your first proposition the following: 

'' That three clergyman, mutually chosen, or two clergymen and a Lay- 
man, of our own denomination, be requested to give us their advice m 
answer to this question : * Is it expedient, in view of the civil action com^ 
menced by Deacon James G. Carter on account of a crime vdth which he teas 
publicly accused f and in view also of the general dissatisfaction and grief of 
the members of this church^that he resign his office as Deacon of the ChurchP " 

Premising that the crime which you brought in this form, 
first, before the church, was the slander uttered against me at 
the auction of books in the Town-house, tp which allusion has 
beeii before made, and for which I had commenced an action to 
bring its utterer to justice ; and premising also that I had been 
almost forced into that course by the attitude you immediately 
assumed towards me in relation to my office in Ihe church ; 1 
ask your attention to the proposition submitted first to the bre- 
thren, who had been called together to relieve you of the in- 
dividual responsibility of administering the communion, or to 
give tfou " advice and direction," under the circumstances , ^^ in 
relation to my case." I think no one, either fi-om reading your 
note to the other deacons, requesting them to summon a meet- 
ing of the church, or from reading your note to me, that you 
were about to submit a proposition for a reference of the ques- 
tion of my resigning my office to three men. But the most re- 
markable feature in the proceedings of that day is the nature of 
the question you proposed to submit to three men mutually 
ehoien. Without waiting to see, whether the church or my- 
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self, who were the real parties interested in such a referenee, 
would agree to refer the question at all, you submit in the 
same breath the subject matter for them to decide. So that, if 
either the church or myself were disposed to ask the advice of 
friends at all, you had prescribed and foreclosed the topic upon ~ 
which the advice must be given; and we must accept or reject 
the whole together. But the question you proposed to submit is 
the most remarkable and ingenious piece of diplomatism I have 
witnessed recently. It only required for its complete success 
absolute and unmitigated stupidity in both parties to the refer- 
ence. Did you suppose, could you for a moment suppose, in« 
nocent as I knew myself to be, and as you knew me to be and 
had pronounced me to be, of any crime in relation to the petty 
transactions of the Reading-room; and absolutely incredulous 
as you knew I was of the truth or reality of your alleged ei;- 
citement, as the ground of your advice, that I should agree to 
submit a question to any persons, however chosen, which pre- 
cluded, by its terms, enquiry into both those facts, and only 
submitted the question of expediency of resigning my office 
under the supposition that both were true. I am wholly unac- 
quainted with the logic, by which you seem to infer that it is a 
crime to be charged with a crime. If that mode of reasoning 
be sound, then, indeed, the purest and most exalted character 
in the community is at the mercy of the malignant, depraved, 
and abandoned man, who may choose to accuse him. I listened 
to your proposition with perfect astonishment at your arrogance 
and presumption in submitting such a question, at suck a time, 
and in such a form, to the consideration of the church, who had 
been called together by yourself without the request or sugges- 
tion of any members, as appears' by your notes to the deacons, 
to advise you as to administering the ordinance of the Lord's 
Supper, when I proposed not to allow you, personally, to sus- 
pend me from the duties of my office; or as it would seem from 
your proposition, to advise yoUy what it was expedient '^ under 
the assumed circumstances," for me to do. 

I offer no further remarks upon the proposition itself^ for I 
cannot, and would not if I could, add any thing to its intrinsic 
absurdity as your first public act in the proceedings against 
me in the church. I wish just to add the reasons you assigned 
for submitting such a proposition at such a time. It was be- 
cause you were '* desirous of treating Deacon Carter with all 
possible tenderness, and of having your own course, and the 

froceedings of the church candidly and impartially examined." 
pass over your peculiar way of showing tenderness, and beg 
to enquire of you, how three men, confined to the question you 
submitted, could enquire into your course, or examine candidly 
jBLud impartially the proceedings of the church. The words, 
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« candidly " ^^ " impmiMhi '' soand wefl always^ bat tb^ vnd^ 
liable to be misused, and periiaps for the very reason that they 
sound so well. The referees, however candid atid impartial) 
were precluded from examining your course by the teriMs of the 
question to be submitted to them. And those were two yery 
valid reasoi^, why they could not sl^ow their candour and im- 
partiality in examining the proceedings of the church. In the 
first place, they were precluded by the terms of the t)uestion to 
be submitted, and in the next {^ace the church had no proceed^ 
ings to be examined. They had that moment assembled, and 
hi^ only had tkae to be informed that they were very mueh^ 
excited ^md grieved on my recount. 

I offered no remarks upon this proposition of yours -in ndy 
^^ Answer," I merely stated it. But its absurdity wn» so ap- 
parent, that you feh the necessity of endeavoring to exonerate"- 
yourselffrom the folly of submitting it. Accordingly in your 
" Reply,'' you introduced the foUowmg apology for it: 

" The proposition to sabmit to three Clergyfnen or to two Clergymen and 
a La3rman the question whether it was expedient for Deacon Carter to re- 
sign his office, was offered by me with a view to concUiaie and ta grdHfif 
some members of the Church. My peri oUal desire/' you add, ** weM, that if 
the Church could be in harmony , tn their measuretf tbbt should of thxk*- 

SELVES ACCOMPLISH THE BUSIHESS f " 

The words in italics are omitted in the printed copy of your 
" Reply " though they appear in the certified copy, which' I 
have in manuscript ! It seems then you understood, even in 
this^rst public act, better than most ofihe brethren *^what' 
business was to be accomplished." No brother had suggested' 
to me or to the phurch, a reference of any question, and if any 
one had made such a suggestion in " conversing with you " 
privately, it was undoubtedly with the understanding that the ' 
subject should be fairly presented. No one but yourself could' 
have drawn a proposition to submit ^ttch a question as you offer- 
ed 5 assuming ad it did alltheyac^s of the case, and only enquir- 
ing what it was expedient for me to do, under such circumstances 
as you chose to assume, without any examination into their 
truth or reality . If your offer of a reference was a conceit of your 
own, designed " to conciliate some brethren " by a show of fair- 
ness, and to throw the odium of refusing on me, the question yon 
proposed to submit was well calculated to answer your purpose. 
For you must have known I should not agree to submit such a 
question, and the church would be left after aH " of themselves 
to accomplish the business," aecordtog to your '* personal de- 
swe." If it was a private suggestion of any one to refer to 
referees, you ought not to shift the responsibility of snch a 
proposition upi^n him. For the question to be submitted was^ 
wholly your own* If you or the church had proposed at thIAt 
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tunearefefe&eeof such^vestioMy^s wojold haye allowed «a 
, investigalioa iato the facts af the oaae, and so that the re^ees 
might have applied their ^^ candour '' and '^ impartialitj " to your 
course, as well as mine ; if they could have been requested or 
allowed to go into the truth or reality of thcLalleged dissatisfac- 
tion with me, and the grounds and causes oTit ; T should have 
•met the proposition most cheerfiiUy ; and think it wouM have 
been a very good way to accomplish the business^ though sot 
precisely the busoaess you were intent upon aoooinplishing. 

But you took especial care, that the facts of the case should 
be excluded not only Irom the cognisance of the referees pro- 
posed, but even fromihe members^the church themselves, ror 
baving told the tihurcb they were very much excited tand grieved 
on account of my bftving been charged with a crime, you took 
atae in the same breath to tell them, ^4t was not their business 
to investigate the truth or &lsheood of the charges, that had 
been publicly made against me, and you hoped no such inquiry 
would be made by any one." " The charges," (that is, the 
slander uttered against me,) ^^ were submitted to a civil tribu-* 
hjbI and we, (the church,) were not to go into the merits of the 
case. It would be improper for the church to interfere with the 
question." I wish this position of yours to be particularly 
borne in mind, for its conustency with some of your subsequent 
acts. This was certainly a strange state of things. A deacon 
of the church, who had recently been invested with the title, 
dignity, and responsibility of his office against his inclination, 
by the almost unanimous voice of his brethren, is accused^ no 
matter by whom, somebody not of the church, of ^^ plundering" 
books. As the only means of exposing the wanton malignity 
of the charge, a civil action had been commenced against the 
slanderer. Would any one be prepiured for the scene before 
us? The Pastor and the church immediately fall upon their 
slandered deacon and attempt to drive him out of office; care-' 
fully and.studiously shutting their eyes against all the facts or 
merits of the case! This was precisely my situation the mo^ 
meat you tendered your advice to me to resign, and it was my 
situation, at the first church meeting, June 1. It is with pain, 
a^ not without a feeling of the horror I experienced at the 
moment, that I state the fact ; but it is a fact, and, therefore, 
should be stated in this connexion, as illuslratmg your proceed- 
ings; that you, with your accustomed solemnity of manner and 
apparent earnestness, invoked light from above to guide the 
church, and a spirit of charity to characterize their proceed- 
ings; and then on biinging the business before the church, care- 
fully withheld facte, within your personal knowledge, which 
would have entirely, by your own previous admission, exculpated 
me and '^ put my enemies completely in the wrong." And 
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moireoTer you told the churcii it would be improper, and jott 
hoped no one would inquire into the truth or falsehood of the 
crimcj with which I had been publicly accused. It was no 
matter of surprise to me, that your ^^ prayers for light and a 
blessing" were notKiniraculously answered, while you studiously 
refused the necessary means of obtaining them. 

Having submitted your proposition for a reference as above; 
for which purpose the church meeting was not called, you sub- 
sequently stated the purpose for which it was called, viz: "To 
ask advice and direction of the brethren, ^ whether in the pres- 
ent state of things in our relation to Deaqon James G. Carter, 
and a knowledge of the feelings and opinions of many members 
of the church, it is expedient and proper that he officiate at the 
approaching celebration of the Lord's Supper ^" 

It is not very clear, either from your note to the other 
deacons to call the church meetings or from the above state- 
ment of its purpose, what in particular you wanted of the 
church. Did you want them to advise you, as would appear 
by your note to the deacons, whether to celebrate the ordi- 
nance of the Supper " in the present state of things?" If this 
was your purpose originally, you did not bring it before the 
church in opening the meeting. Did you want them to advise 
ifou whether /ought to officiate in my place, or to authorize 
you to forbid my discharging my duties ? If this were your 
purpose, and any such order had been taken, I should have 
asked you, by what authority as Pastor, or my brethren, by 
what authority, as members of the church, they approached 
me in my office in such a manner. I was yet and am still un- 
accused in the church, and I should have insisted upon know- 
ing U7% the Pastor and the church assumed such an attitude 
towards me. I should have said, make your charges, impeach 
me, and I will join issue with you and put myself upon trial. Then 
I should think it both expedient and proper to abstain not only 
from my official duties, but from the communion till an investi- 
gation of the charges. I should not have needed your advice or 
the advice of my brethren to point out the propriety of my course. 
Or did you want them to sanction your advice to me to resign my 
office in the present state of things. This purpose you did not at 
this meeting very distinctly avow ; at least you cfid not ask the 
church to act upon the subject. What;was ",the present state of 
things in our relation to Deacon James G. Carter," however 
obscure and unintelligible it must have been to the church at 
that time, I think will be now very well understood by any one, 
who has read thus far in my letter. I thought I understood it 
pretty well then, and I have yet seen no cause to change my 
view. It is also quite apparent that the " knowledge of the 
feelings and opinions of many members of the church," which 
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rendered it a question, whether I should officiate, or not, wad 
chieflj, if not wholly, confined to yourself. 

I did little tnore at this church-meeting than to ohderve youi" 
proceedings. I simply invoked from my brethreny as respect* 
fully as 1 could, a charitable construction ^ my motives and 
actions. I entreated their forbearance in proceedings so cal- 
culated, in my then present circumstances, to prejudice me, 
yet uncondemned and even unaccused in the church, in thd 
community of which we formed ft part. If I was the occasion 
of grief pr dissatisfaction to any member of the church I pro- 
fessed my sorrow for it; and respectfully and affectionately 
called upon the aggrieved members of the church, if any such 
there were, to make known to me the cause of their grief And 
I professed my readiness to hear them and obviate them, or to 
give my brethren such satisfaction as the circumstances re* 
quired. More than one brother reiterated my request that my 
accusers, if I had any, should stand forth and state the grounds 
of their dissatisfaction. No one professed himself even dissat- 
tsiied. The only evidence I had of excitement and dissatisfac- 
tion was from yowrself. I requested the church to discuss the 
ro«tter fully and freely ; and informed them that lest my pre- 
sence might possibly restrain perfect freedom in discussion, I 
should retire from the meeting. Accordingly I left the house. 

Your record of the meeting says, after considerable discus- 
mon, '^ it was voted that this meeting be adjourned on condition^ 
that Deacon James G. Oarter will abstain from his official du- 
ties on the next Lord's Day.*^ And " that ft committee was 
chosen to confer with Deacon James 6*. Carter and ascertain 
whether he will comply with the eondUionj on which the preced- 
ing Vote was passea." Now either your record does not truty 
represent the proceedings of the church, or the committee, who 
waited upon me, did not do their errand. I feel the less de- 
licacy in calling in question your records, because they were 
not made in any instance I believe in church-meeting, and your 
memory, especially where your feelings are much interested, h 
no more likely to be accurate a fbir hours, a few days, or a few 
weeks, afterwards, than my memory or the memory of any 
body else equally cognisant of the facts. I understand ybur 
record to conTcy the idea that my abstaining to officiate, was 
om indispensable condition, on which the church would vote to 
adjourn. If I had refused to comply with the conditiony the 
church would not have adjourned, at least, without passing some 
more decisive vote to prevent my officiating. If I had supposed 
my brethren capable of passing such a vote at that time, or that 
they had passed such a vote, when the committee called upon 
me, I certainly should not have complied with the condition. 
Because I had heard noindividaal complaint, had not been 1^4- 
8 
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peached, or accused by any one, and I should not have n^, 
ceded to the terms, if I had supposed the committee approach- 
ed me in behalf of the church in iruch an attitude to begin with. 
I should have refused such terms^ in the hope, if for no other 
purpose, of bringiDg out my accusers, or compelling you to ad- 
mit the fact publi^ that I had none. 

The committee were gentlem^ of candor^ and were the last 
individuaU in the church, who would have taken a step to in- 
jure me or prejudice my cause. And if they had understood 
Hhe commission, as you have represented it, they would not 
have accepted it. Besides, one of the committee, and the one, 
who stated the object of the call to me, made the motion in the 
church to choose the committee; and undoubtedly, he knew at 
least as well aa you could know a day or two afterwards, what 
he meant by it. He certainly did not state any such alterna^ 
tive to me as you present in your record. He said the church 
did not appear to be ready to act. They wished for time for 
consideration before they took any steps. They did not appear 
to possess the information necessary to act. They wanted time 
to converse together and get such information as would enable 
them to act understandingly. As a means of giving the time^ 
which the church seemed to need and desire, without either 
cpmpromitting them or myself as to the course we should, sev> 
erally, thereafter pursue, the committee enquired if I should be 
willing to abstain from the discharge of my official duties at 
communion the next Lord's day. To such an enquiry, made 
for such purposes, made by my friends, and in such kind and 
respectful terms, withno appearance of any thing worse in re- 
serve, if I should not answer as they wished, I most cheerfully 
answered affirmatively. 

Your record, if I understand it, represents the church.ss be- 
ing ready on their part, then, to take some decisive step. They 
granted an adjournment without taking that step, only for ap^ 
pearance sake or to gratify me or my friends. It is only in this 
sense, that I mean to impeach it and prove that it is not a true 
record.. Jn the sense of presenting me with a condition on 
which the church would adjourn, 1 think I have shown that it 
could not be true. You had committed yourself in the ques- 
tion in the outset when you advised me to resign, and it hence 
became very important to you that the church should sustain 
you by their acts. You thought they were ready to act now, 
but you found yourself mistaken. More arguments or rather 
more authority was wanting, and having founS your own weiglit 
insufficient to produce action in the church, you endeavoured, 
after I left the meeting, to add the sanction and weight of" nu- 
merous distinguished Clergymen," whom you professed to have 
consulted during election week. You stated to the church that 
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ytfU had taken the advice of several distinguished Clergymen 
during your absence, and it was the unanimous' opinion, that / 
ought immediately to resign. What sort of a case you made 
out in your consultations with clergymen during election week, 
I shall probably never know. But it'this letter ever reaches their 
eyes, they will know how truly you presented the facts, when 
you asked their advice upon them. How you cotild represent 
the case so as to produce the unanimous opinion that f ought 
inHnediately to resign, without slandering me most wantonly, I 
am at a loss to conceive. Do you think that was a fair and 
honorable method to influence the minds of my brethren to take 
a step deeply affecting the rights and dignity of my office, and 
most injuriously prejudicing my character in the church and 
community? Do you think it was consistent with the clerical 
character? If you do, I assure yon, that according to youf 
notions, that would be very fair, and honorable, and consistent 
in a minister of religion, which would be very unfair, dishonor- 
able, and disgraceful in a man of no such pretensions. 

But the church, after all, were not ready to sanction your 
advice. Even though you informed them, that the circum- 
8tai\ce of my being in office kept many respectable and excel- 
leht characters from joining the church; they either did not 
believe your representations, or they were not disposed to take 
the fact largely into account in determining whether I ought to 
go out of office. For no one professed dissatisfaction with me, 
and I much doubt if the brethren generally would have known 
they were so excited and grieved, if you had not first itiformed 
them of the facts. Even Major Locke, at this meeting, had 
not learned that he himself was dissatisfied. It ought to be 
stated, however, as an apology for his ignorance, that you had 
been out of town nearly all the week, previous to the meeting. 
If you had been at home, I venture to say, he would have 
been better informed ; — at lea^t, that he would not have 
betrayed his ignorance in so public a manner. Major Locke 
etood up in his place, and declared undoubtedly the real feel- 
ings^f his heart; and they do equal honor to his magnanimity^ 
and his christian character. He said, that " although he was 
not originally in favor of Deacon Carter's election to the office, 
still he had acquiesced in it and never meant to make any dif- 
ficulty. For his own part he should be content to receive the 
elements from the hands of Deacon Carter as long as he lived." 
Now how is your assertion, made more than two months ago, 
and reiterated every time I had seen you mean time, as to the 
excitement and dissatisfaction in the church being so great as 
to endanger the orderly celebration of the Lord's Supper, sus- 
tained by the facts of the case. I had ascertained the views 
and feelings of Deacon Lane in regard to roe distinctly, after 
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your advioe had be«ii tendered and the cause for it asiij^ned. 
He waa not excited and had not heard of any excitement in the 
church. He was not dissatisfied with me as an officer in the 
church and knew of no one that was. Major Locke's feelings 
upon the subject are fuUy expressed above. Upon whom did 
you rely, if not upon these two brethren, to be ready to verify 
your allegation at any time ? These two brethren had acted so 
far consistently and honorably upon the principle, you assured 
me they adopted, when I came into office. They acquiesced. 
And their acquiescence seemed perfectly cordial and unre- 
served. And you cannot refi^r to them for making true jeur 
assertion about general dissatisfaction and grief among the bre- 
thren. You have adduced rq evidence whatever to sustain 
your assertion, and I have seen ncme adduced by any body else; 
and I do not believe it was true. You could not have known 
it was true; and I cannot conceive of your believing it was 
true yourself; unless you have the faculty of believing without 
evidence. 

The church meeting of June 1, was adjourned, the candUion, 
as you say, having been complied with on my part, to June 29. 
I was called upon to take but little part in this meeting, and 
had nothing to do, but to obsenre and record your proceedings 
as they came under my inspection. I attended to that business 
carefully. I shall, however, in noticing the proceedings of this 
second meeting, pass very slightly over two topics, as super- 
fluous evidence in the case. Though, if I had no other evi- 
dence, they would of themselves be conclusive to show the feel- 
ings and spirit with which you entered into this controversy, aod 
the principles of action and means,' by which you have '^ac« 
complished the business." One topic is, the manner, in which 
you noticed " our brother, on whose account we are assem- 
bled," in your prayer. You prayed that "he might have 
divine light and assistance to guide him to a proper sense of 
his situation, and to a wise conclusion as to hia courstJ*^ You 
treated me throughout your prayer, as if I were guilty and 
obdurate, when I had not even been accused in the church. 
This mode of producing conviction of my guilt in the minds of 
my brethren, and of preparing them to sustain your course, 
was certainly well calculated to accomplish the business. But 
your success in accomplishing the business has not obliterated 
from my mind the means by which it was accomplished. 

The other topic is, the manner in which you made welcome 
spectators to this scene in the church. Notice of the meeting 
having been given by ringing the belly the proc^ediogs were 
early interrupted by the coming into the gallery of several per- 
sons not of ijie church, some I believe not of the society, all 
particularly hostile to me. These and others in sympathy with 



Digitized'by VjOOQ IC 



81 

tfaetn coiiuititiited the real bla3ie1*^h« real exeileiiiBiit whick 
yon were endeayoriiig to appease by my sacrifice. It was a 
fcene, they wished to witness, and you wished to have then 
gratified. A motion was made to exclude them, upon the 
ground that the proceedings of the ^urdi, at least in this stage 
of the business, ^ou^d be in the churdi, by themselves, and not 
public. Some conversation having taken place upon the deli<- 
cacy and propriety of spectators being present, and the right 
of the church to exclude them; y^u apparently settled the 
question, by saying with a voice elevated louder than was 
necessary to be heard by the brethren, who were assembled 
around you, but not louder then was necessary to be heard by 
your new allies in conducting the business of the church in the 
distant gallery; ^' J irustj we have no neereU tn Hu church!'* 
^' As the motion is not seconded I shall proceed with reading the 
record ! " The only two topics connected with this meeting which 
I deem at important for me to dw^il upon, are, 1st, the manner in 
which you brought the new busineis before the church, with the 
reasons you assigned to induce the church to sustain your cause; 
and, 2d, your essentially altering a motion regularly made and 
seconded when you put the q^iestion from the chair. The new 
businessj to which I allude, was introduced according to your 
record thus: *' The record of the proceedings of the last meet- 
ing being read, the Pastor requested ^e church to take nd0 
consideration and decide on the advice he had given Deacon 
James G, Carter to resign his office aa deacon of the 
churck,^^ So you passed oyer ywir diplomatic ]»'oposition for a 
reference, made on opening the first meeting, though it had 
not been acted upon or noticed, and introduced this new sub* 
ject for the consideration and decision of the church. How 
w-ell prepared the brethren were, to consider and decide upon 
this question not presented as the business of the meeting, of 
which this was an adjournment; or whether they had received 
information from you privately of what they were to be called 
upon to consider, I am not informed. They certainly had no 
information officially or regularly. 

Your advice had been given more than three months! I had 
maturely considered it, and had declined to follow it; assigning 
my reasons to you for my decision. Did you wish the church 
merely to say your advice was good advice, without giving any 
other reasons for it than you had given ? Their endorsing it 
would not change its character, nor invalidate the reasons for 
which I had declined to take it. But my ofi&ce was not yet 
vacated ; — and something must be done to accomplish the 
business. Although you had adduced all the reasons you 
could, at the preceding meeting, to show that your advice was 
very good, you did not dare, then, seeing the temper and feel- 
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month you hoped some progress had been made in convincing 
the church of their excited state! You brought your advice 
before them now, boldly, and distinctly, and urged the most 
weighty motives you could to induce them to endorse and sanc- 
tion it. You said to the church as you had said at the previous 
meeting, and as you said subsequently in your " Reply," and 
have published it to the worid with your signature, that ^^ the 
circumstance that Deacon Carter was an officer in the church 
had been the means of deterring respectable and excellent in* 
dividuals from offering t^iemselves for admission to our commu* 
nion." You presumed that the brethren remembered what you 
told them at the last meeting,^-how unanimous the opinion of 
the distinguished clergymen, was, whom you had consulted 
during election week. And to turn the scale, and produce 
perfect conviction in the church that it was their desire I should 
resign, you threw yourself with all your weight into the side with 
your advice. You stated to the church, that although you had 
probably done many things wrong in the course of your life, you 
had, yet, seen no cause to regret the course you had taken 
towards me . You said you wished the church to express an 
opinion as to the course you had taken, particularly, as to the 
advice you had given me to resign my office. " 1 wish the 
church to say, whether they will sustain me in my course or 
not." "If I have done ^rong," you added, "I#ishtabe 
put upon a review of my conduct." 

By this manner of bringing the new business before the 
church, you certainly placed them in a dilemma. They felt as 
if they must choose that day^ whom they would serve. If they 
" sustained you," they must endeavor to vacate my office ; if 
they did not sustain yoU, they would " put you upon a review 
of your conduct." You know the means you had privately 
taken to bring the church to confirm your advice; you knew 
the respect they would pay to the opinion of distinguished 
clergymen; and above all you knew your own personal authority 
and influence with them. You knew they would choose almost 
any alternative sooner then send their venerated Pastor, like 
a penitent, to " review his conduct." 

Having thus brought the business before the church and 
argued the cause, you inquired if they were ready for the 
question. No motion had been made to be sure; but forgetting 
for the moment that you were not the wl^ole church, you stated 
the question to be on concurring with you in the advice you had 
given Deacon James G. Carter to resign his office, and actu* 
alty Vas proceeding to put the question thus; Brethren, if it be 
agreeable to your minds to concur with me, in the advice I 
have given Deacon James G. Carter to resign his office; — ^wben 
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seeming to recollect yourself you stopped and said; Brethren^ 
the business is before you ; what course will you take ? Deacon 
Lane, who had by this time, probably, been better informed of 
his state of feeling towards me, rose and said^ we seem to be 
getting into a very '^unpleasant situation." And after a few 
more remarks he said, with a view to try the minds of the church 
or to bring the business before them, he would move, that 
Deacon Carter ^^be requested to suspend the duties of his office y 
Deacon Lane had had a conversation with a brother at the door 
of the church before the meeting was opened upon the subject, 
who had suggested to him that the best way of extricating the 
church from their embarrassment would be, '^ to request Dea- 
con Carter to suspend the performance of his duties till afler 
the trial of his civil action," and that he had no doubt I should 
accede to the request. Deacon Lane seemed to entertain the 
Buggestion favorably. He entered the church, and after your 
argument, oftered his motion exactly as I have stated it above. 
i was sitting before him and wrote it down as he made it. The 
motion being seconded, you proceeded to put the question thus: 
'^ It is moved and seconded that Deacon James G. Carter be 
requested to resign his office. As many brethren as are in favor of 
requesting Deacon Carter to resign his office; — I rose, before the 
question was called for, and pointed out the difference between the 
n)otion made and the one stated from the chair. I used exactly, or 
very nearly, the following words: " Rev. Sir, the motion put 
is not the one made. The motion made was, that I be requested 
to suspend the duties of my office — and the motion put is, that I 
be requested to resign my offi^ce — as deacon. There is a wide 
difference between the motion made and the one put." You then 
said '^ I will ask brother Lane to explain." And without giving 
him time to speak, you added; " Did not you mean to resign?" 
Deacon Lane, perceiving that he had mistaken your wishes, 
though he had undoubtedly expressed his own, very hesitatingly 
said, with a bow of acquiesence— " Why-y-yes." The ques- 
tion was then put by you as before, and was declared to be a 
vote. 

On this evidence, which can be substantiated in a court of 
law, I affirm, that while presiding in the church by virtue of 
your office as Pastor, you essentially changed a motion in a ma- 
terial and important point on stating it from the chair ; and be- 
ing detected on the spot, you asked your aged and devoted 
friend a leading question to make him explain according to your 
wishes. The evidence of the conversation at the door with 
Deacon Lane, and the evidence of the individuals, who sat 
around him and heard his words as he stated his motion, are con- 
clusive to show, that he made the motion as I have stated it 
above. The facts of his not being more than ten feet from yoy, 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



64 

•nd of bis lookiag fou full in the face as be 8p<^e, are pretty 
conclusive that jou could not bave miatuideratood his words. For 
the words, 9uspendy andreaigny do not sound so much alike as to be 
easily mistaken for each other* Besides, to request Deacon 
Carter to suspend the duJties cfhis office did not fully '^ sustain your 
cause." The business you brought before the meetiiig and 
all your arguments and a«tbority , had gone to a pont beyond,— ^^ 
to the length of vacating my office. And you could not think 
of being left with such equiyocal support, with your course 
bat half sustained. You would be obUged to /^review your 
conduct." 

These facts being true, I leave you to explain their consis* 
teacy with your record of the proceedings of the meeting. If 
yott cannot show them to be either untrue or to be consistent 
with your record, as I am sure you cannot, then it follows that 
your record of an important vote in the church is false and 
spurious ! As far as any negative can be proved by positive 
testimony, I could show that no vote passed the church in the 
form you have recorded it. That particlar form of it was con- 
ceived afterwards, sbmI put thus, to meet a state of things out 
of doors, which it would detain me too long more particu- 
larly to explain. If you ever wish fi>r more light and evi- 
dence upon what I mean by a state of things out of doors, it 
shall be furnished cheerful^. 

The church having voted to revest me to reiign nty lyffice, or in 
Other words, to endorse and sanction your advice, or to sustain 
your course, so that you need not be obliged to '^ review your 
eonduct," you turned to me and said, ^^ you have heard the vote 
which has just passed, are you ready to give your answer ? '^ 
" No, Sir ; I am not ready," I repUed. " In a matter involv- 
ing, as this question does, every thing that is dear to me on 
earth, I have a right to take time for ^liberation. I will give 
my answer, in person, if the church will adjourn to any time 
convenient to themselves, not less than a fortnight." A mo- 
tion having been made to adjourn for a fortnight, for the pur^ 
pose of hearing my answer, you asked me before disposing of 
it, if I ^^ could not give my answer this afternoon, if the church 
would adjourn for half an hour." I said, "No, Sir." You 
seemed very anxious that I i^ould give ray answer now, upon 
the spot, and very unwilling the business should take any other 
course. The motion to adjourn was seconded and sustained by 
a few pertjinent remarks from another brother. You said the 
multiplication of meetings wonkl lead to evil, and wished my 
answer might be given this aftersoon, observing that the sub- 
ject was not new to me. I replied, this form of it is, entirely, 
new. Still, if the church will not indulge me with any time for 
delibaratjon, and insist upon an answer on the spot, I will give 
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iKem an aMwet, Your course was so obYiously unreasonable 
that the church did not in that particular sustain you. But 
they granted the time I asked to make my answer to their 
vote, requesting me to resign my office. I have done with the 
second church meeting. 

At the third church meeting, held by adjournment^ July 13^ 
to hear my answer, you will recollect; we had a much more 
numerous audience of spectators in the galleries, but a much less 
number of the church below, than we had at the former meeting. 
Your excited and blazing church out of doors had got the as- 
cendency over your peaceable and quiet church within. Some 
members of the church had perceived that they were made the 
instruments of, to carry on, or as you hoped, to decide, a con- 
troversy between ihe and certain persons out of the church. 
And so perceiving their situation and that of the church, they 
determined ; and one, if no more, avowed his determination, to 
have no more to do with the business, and wholly abstained 
from taking any part in the proceedings of the church. This 
feeling, entertained by many members of the church, accounts 
for there being only two thirds as many present at this meeting 
as were present at the previous meeting ; while the cordial wel- 
come to witness our proceedings you gave to your friends and 
allies out of doors, by telling them **tre had no secrets in the 
churchy^^ accounts for the great increase of spectators, in the 
galleries. I did hot however personally, and on my own ac- 
count object to the presence of the spectators at this time, since 
they had been admitted before, and I had the floor to-day. 

In the words of your record, " Deacon James G. Carter, be- 
ing requested, made a communication to the Church, in reply to 
their vote at the preceding meeting, by which he was requested to 
resign his office as deacon of the church." I am glad to correct 
your former record of the same vote of the church by your 
record at a subsequent meeting. And by it, in connexion with 
what I have said before, I show that you did not put the mo- 
tion as made, nor repord the vote as it passed, even after you 
had shaped it to suit yourself. The communication I made to 
the church was designed to give my brethren my reasons for 
declining to comply with their request. It was termed my 
''Answer," and has been before referred to, and quoted from, in 
the preceding pages. 

Having slated the reasons, which had influenced^ me to the 
decision 1 had given, I concluded the communication with my 
solemn and emphatic protest against such proceedings in the 
church, in the following paragraph : 

" la conclusion, I must repeat the sentiment I expressed at the passage 
of tbib vote, which has been the occasion of the meeting, and the subject 
of my remarks. I am perfectly astonished ! I am astonished at the time 

9 
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-^the matter-r-^and the manner of thef 6 jtablic prodeedings a^inst itfe in 
the charch. My friends and brethren, pause— I entreat you — I entreat 
you by every motive I can address to your understanding — to pause-^ 
and consider^ what is the bearing of these proceedings not only upon me, 
but more especially upon this church and the church at large. Are they 
reasonable — and are they right ? I think they are not reasonable, and are 
not right ; and therefore I do protest against them — I protest against them 
in the face of the church, as injurious and disgraceful to them. 1 protest 
against them, most solemnly protest, in the face of Heaven, whatever may 
be the motives of the instigator, or the instigators of them, as irregular, 
according to congregational usage, unscriptural-^tyrannical — overbearing 
-^and unjust." 

My communication having been read, I requested the church 
and made a motion to that effect, which was seconded, to enter 
my answer upon the records. You said you hoped no such 
paper would be directed to be put upon the records, while you 
had the care of them. I urged it as a matter of mere justice. I 
stated that the former proceedings of the church were matter 
of record, and the vote to which my communication was an an- 
swer was matter of record, and I claimed to have the same de- 
gree of permanency given to it as had been given to the other 
papers, which purported to show the other side of the case. 
The brother who seconded my motion urged similar reasons 
in support of it. He said he understood the reasons, or apolo- 
gies, or your propositions were matter of record, and he thought 
my answer should go with them. You said it was not so. 
They were not matter ,of record. You were asked, what 
is the record of those propositions then ? You held up the slip 
of paper, from which you read them, and said this is the only 
record. You had sent me at my request, several weeks before, 
copies of those same propositions regularly certified with your 
name as ^^ a true copy of the propositions submitted to the 
church,'^ not as a true copy of or from the Records. But 
when your printed pamphlet appeared, I observed with astonish- 
ment that they had somehow become "matter of record"! 
When it was determined to put them upon record, and when 
they were transferred to the records, does not appear. Neither 
does it appear that my communication accompanied them on 
their passage to the " Records." 

Upon your assertion that your propositions with their reasons 
were not matter of record, and upon amotion being made to 
put my answer just read on " File," I allowed you to thrust my 
motion aside and put the subsequent motion first. I did not 
wish greater respect shown to my communication, or a greater 
degree of permanency given to it, by the church, than was 
given to the other papers of the case. Before the business of 
disposing of my answer was settled, and while I was urging its 
being put upon record, I stated as a reason for it, that if the 
manuscript went out of my hands, I wished the church to take 
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possesion of it ; that I might have an opportunity to consult it or 
refer to it^ hereafter, if occasion should occur. I had passed 
the manuscript into your hands as I finished reading it, and I 
perceived that while you meant to retain it, you did not intend 
the church should take possession of it, hy any act of theirs, so 
as to place it beyond your individual control ! I had no idea of 
having such a disposition made of it, and claimed to have it 
returned to me, unless the church entered it upon record. For 
I:|was ignorant then of any distinction between records and Jiles, 
Ifou held it in both your hands trembling with agitated feelings, 
and said, when I spoke of having it returned to me, '^ 'Hie 
church have possession of it !" Upon the explanation of my 
brother, who made the motion to place it upon the * Files,' that 
it was the custom of the Church to record only the principal 
votes and place the voluminous papers ppon file, I was satisfied 
with that disposition of it, and the vote passed in the affirma- 
tive without further remarks. 

In recording that vote you say: ** Voted, that the communi- 
cation of Deacon James G. Carter and all the papers and re- 
cords relating to the case be placed on file, to be at the dispo- 
sal of the church." This vote, as you have recorded it, shows 
that there were some other papers ihenj with which mine was 
to be placed on file. But now it turns out that all the other 
papers relating to the cf^se that had then come before the church, 
have been sly enough to slip out from the strap that held them 
on file and creep into the book of records; while my stupid 
manuscript was so unambitious, or did not know any better than 
to remain " on file." It is, however, past my comprehension 
to understand from your language after all, your idea of the 
difference between " records " and ^^ Jiles, ^^ In the vote I have 
just quoted from you, it appears, that my communication and 
the papers and records are to be put upon file. So far as ap- 
pears from your language, records are on file, and Jlles are on 
record, just as happens to be convenient. Practically, I un- 
derstand your distinction perfectly. It nieans that papers, and 
records, and files change places or take just that place which 
best suits your present purpose. 

My answer having been read and disposed of, I supposed 
the business of the meeting was transacted. It was the only 
business for which the church adjourned; and the only business 
you brought before the meeting of which it was an adjourn- 
ment, was, " to take into consideration and decide on the ad- 
vice you had given Deacon James G. Carter to resign his 
office as a Deacon of the church." The church had considered 
the subject; at least, they had decided on your advice, and 
passed a vote, at your earnest solicitation, sanctioning and ap- 
proving it. Any one, looking for only that degree of regulari- 
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ty, accuracy, and fairness, which characterizes the proceedings 
of all organized bodies of men, whether a town-meeting, a dis- 
trict school-meeting, or even a political caucus, would suppose 
the business of the meeting was transacted. But the proceed- 
ings of a church of Christ in so grave and important a matter 
as interfering with the sacred and responsible office of deacon^ 
and essentially affecting the character and standing of a chris- 
tian brother, it seems, were to be conducted with less ceremo- 
ny. Having made your remarks, which I shall more particu- 
larly notice by and by, in reply to my communication, you 
waited and looked round as though something more was to be 
done. M AJ. Locks, perceiving that the time for his part had 
come, slowly rose;-^Maj. Locke ! who at the first meeting of the 
church renewed his declaration of acquiescence to my being in 
office, and said he should make no difficulty, but was '^ content 
to receive the elements firom the hands of Deacon Carter as 
long as he lived! ! " When Major Locke met with this ^udden 
change in his mind, and by what means it was wrought, I Can- 
not, and need not inform you. If it was not miraculous, you 
undoubtedly know the means of his conversion to your views. 
Major Locke said there certainly must be dissatisfaction in the 
church, or it never would have been called together ! The 
attendance of the church is proof that they are dissatisfied ! f 
Without stopping to see how such evidence would afi^ect the 
question, there being but two thirds as many inembers at this 
meeting, as attended the one before, when the business of the 
meeting was first announced to them, I proceed with Major 
Locke's remarks. He said, *^ it appears Deacon Carter is 
going to force his services upon the church." Not so, cer- 
tainly ; I only wished to force the church, or the Pastor, to 
explain their extraordinary course in relation to me, and state 
their charges specifically if they had any thing against me, as 
the ground of their public proceedings. Major Locke con- 
tinued, ^^ he should be sorry to wound the feelings of Deacon 
Carter, as much as he had wounded his feelings and the feel- 
ings of the church; but as the church has power to choose their 
officers, so they hiive power to depose them: I move, that Dea- 
con Carter be removed from his office as Deacon." The mo- 
tion was seconded, put, and declared to be a vote, without 
further remarks, preamble, or ceremony. 

The extraordUnary power assumed by the church by this vote, 
I shall in another part of my letter more fully examine ; I wish 
liere only to state the facts as they occurred with such remarks 
as may make them understood. Major Locke,' besides n^eeting 
with a sudden change in his views, must have b^en studying 
your Platform upon the power of churches to remove their dea- 
cons. Or at least, I think he must have had your exposition of 
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it, or he would not, impromtUy have evioced such an intimacy 
with church polity, as to quote the very words of the Platibrni 
upon a topic lying rather out of the sphere of his ordinary oc- 
cupations, studies, and duties. His reading or your explana- 
tion of the Platform, however, must have been very partial or 
superficial, as I shall by and by show, or even he must have 
known better than to have ofiered such a motion for such a 
cause assigned. The motion having passed into a vote of the 
church, without remark or debate, I rose in my place and pro- 
tested, again, against the proceedings, and ^^ proposed to the 
church to join me in a mutual council to review the proceed- 
ings of the church against me.'' Tou entered at once into an 
argument to convince your church that they had the power I 
called in question, and vindicated the regularity of your and 
their proceedings. You told the brethren that " the church 
was iii this matter an ind^ependent body, that they had a right 
to elect their deacons and they had a right to depose them ; 
that I was deprived of no church privileges and had no cause 
of grievance, which could make it necessary to call a council." 
I could give more details of your remarks, but it is unnecessary^ 
Having concluded your remarks, without calling upon the 
church, as was obviously your duty, to consider my proposition 
for a mutual council, or even waiting to see if they would con- 
sider it, you proceeded or were proceeding to other business, — 
to dissolve the meeting; — when I rose and stated to the church, 
^^ that 1 should at some future time, convenient to myself, renew 
the proposition for a council, which had been so irregularly 
thrust aside by the inoderator." 

The meeting was forthwith dissolved ; '^ the business being 
accomplished," — '^ the indispensable measure " being carried. 
Whether the fact of carrying the measure so amply sustains 
your course as to prevent your reviewing your conduct, I leave 
with you and the public to decide. I pass over the scene of 
lotid exultation, — of shaking of hands, — and of giving and re- 
ceiving congratulations among your new friends, my enemies, 
which took place in the porch of the church, as the brethren 
were retiring after the dissolution of the meeting. If you did 
not yourself shake hands in token of joy upon this brilliant 
achievement of dismissing one of your deacons from office, you 
gave a sympathetic and benignant smile upon those of your 
&iends who did. I have no farther remark at present to offer 
upon the proceedings of this meeting, except what relates to 
your record of it. I am tired of noticing your management as 
recording officer of the church, hut I cannot pass over your 
record of this vote without a single remark — ^the management 
so happily illustrates your fairness in your office as Pastor of a 
christian church. The vote purporting to remove me from 
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office having been declared, you were requested to announce 
the affirmative votes,, in the same manner as when the vote^ 
passed, 'Hhat it is the desire of this church (21 brethren voting 
in the affirmative,) that Deacon James G. Carter resign his 
office as deacon." You counted as you did before, and said 
that there were thirteen affirmative votes. But in making your 
record you forgot to do as you did before, to insert the number of 
affirmative votes thus: " Voted (13 brethren voting in the affirmor 
t%ve)y that Deacon James G. Carter be removed from office."^— 
Why should the number be stated in one case more than in the 
c^er? Th^ copy of your record of this vote, which you sent me 
at my request soon afterwards, stands thus: ^^ On motion, voted 
that Deacon James G. Carter be removed from his office as Dear 
con of the church.^ 

V<^d; that this meeting be dissolved. 

Attest Nathaniel Thayer, Pastoa. 

A true copy of the records on the files of the church, 

Attest Nathaniel Thayer, Castor.'* 

On comparing my manuscript record, certified as above, 
with your printed record, it appears, that this precious piece of 
information, that you had found out somehow afler the meeting 
was dissolved, that two hands were not seen by you at the meeting, 
you first entered as a private memorandum in the form of a note 
to the records of the church. Then by some unaccountable 
elasticity in the paper on which you make records, your private 
memorandum slipt into the body of the record above your sig- 
nature, " a true copy of the records on the files of the church, 
attest Nathaniel Thayer, Pastor, and even above the vote to 
adjourn the meeting. So that "Attest Nathaniel Thayer, 
Pastor," now vouches for the whole, private memorandum and 
all. 

At the meeting of the church when I was elected to office, 
you informed me, if I recollect rightly, there were thirty two 
members present, and thirty gave their votes for me. At the 
meeting, when the church voted as you say, "that it is the 
desire of this church that Deacon James G. Carter resign his 
office," there were thirty two members present, and twenty-one 
voted affirmatively. Whereas at the meeting when the vote 
was passed purporting to remove me from my office, there 
were but twenty two present, and you declared thirteen voted 
affirmatively. And afterwards, you found out somehow, I 

* « N. B. At the time the above vote was passed a declaration was made 
that thirteen brethren bad voted affirmatively. Facts, which have since 
come to ray knowledge, prove that the hands of two brethen w«re not per- 
ceived by the Pastor, and that there were fifteen affirmative votes." 
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do not know how^ that there were two huidi in the church 
at the time, " not perceived by the Pastor." You do not tell 
us whether these two hands were raised at the Hme or designed 
by their owners to be counted. Or whether you found two 
persons after the meeting,' who did not vote at the time, 
but were willing to hold up their hands then in their fields to 
oblige you on a question taken in the church some days before 
hi their presence, upon the question of removing a deacon fbom 
office. If you ever have occasion to speak of these two hands 
again, I hope you will at least tell us whether they were raised 
at the time or not, even if you say nothing of your right by such 
means to change the records of the church. 

The question taken at the second meeting was obviously 
no expression of the personal dissatisfaction of the twenty one 
who voted to sanction your advice and request me to resign. 
Because some of those who thus voted, professed previously on 
the same day and subsequently, their own personal satisfaction, 
and they entertain the same views now. They voted affirma^ 
tively as the best means of getting over the difficulties ; or in 
other words to extricate you from your embarrassing attitude. 
No wonder then, if in a church of above fifty resident male 
members, if I am not mistaken, only thirteen could be found 
afler all the blaze and excitement, and your solicitations to vote 
for your measure of vacating my office, you should feel some 
anxiety to swell the number, even but two ! ! Perceiving the ex- 
treme necessity of your case, and with my experience of your 
dexterity in managing " Files" and " Records," it was no mat- 
ter of surprise to me to witness your ingenious eftbrts to add a 
little to your show of strength. I leave you to settle with our 
church and the churches at large, the propriety and right in you 
as recording officer to ride about town and pick up what you 
choose to say is evidence sufficient to change the face of their 
records on a question deeply and personally interesting to you, 
without at least consulting the brethren and letting them judge 
of your evidence. I have done with the third meeting and with 
your record of its proceedings. 

The next church meeting was held July 22, no notice of the 
meeting having been given. At this meeting you made your 
written communication to the church and requested them to 
vote to place it on file as a reply to my communication. 
Whether your communication is a reply to mine will depend, I 
presume, more upon its intrinsic character than upon the vote 
of the church, that it is so. I am the more particular to notice 
the phraseology in your record of this transaction, because you 
evidently mean to convey the idea that the church sanctioned 
and adopted it with all its statements and pronounced it a reply. 
Besides in the manuscript copy which I have, certified by you, 
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Jou call the docament a ^^ Reply to the communication made 
y Deacon James O. Carter to the church on July 13^ 1832, 
communicated and adopted Jul^ 22d, 1832*" What you mean 
hy adopting your Reply, unless it be, sanctioning the statements 
therein contained, and endorsing them as correct and true, I am 
at a loss to conceive. If that is what you mean to convey, I 
should like to be informed whether the church took any order 
by which they any more adopted your reply than they adopted 
my answer, when they voted to put that upon file. This trans- 
action, whether it is to be regarded as adopting your commu- 
nication, or whether it is a simple vote to place it on file, is dif- 
ferently certified in my manuscript copy and in the printed copy. 
Id the copy in my possession the certificate is thus: ^^ A true 
copy of the record on the files of the church. Attest Nathl. 
Thayer, Pastor; '* whereas in the printed copy before the 
public it is certified,^ " A triie copy from the records ^ Attest 
Jf ATHL. Thayer, Pastor." On asking the church to put your 
manuscript, that is your reply, upon file, you say in your pre- 
fatory remarks it embodies the remarks terhally made by you on 
hearing my answer. I have had so much of double and equivo- 
cal meaning to unravel, that I choose to be charitable here, and 
to presume that you do not mean to convey the idea, that your reply 
enAodies every topicj and no otlier topics^ than were contained in 
your verbal statement on hearing my answer. If you disavow 
this charitable construction of your meaning, which to be sure 
takes away all motive for saying any thing about embodying 
your verbal remarks, I could show that you have embodied in 
your reply much, which those who set near you did not hear 
in your remarks, and have omitted much, which they did hear, 
besides giving a very different shape to several topics, really 
touched upon in both. 

So many points in your ** Reply" have been already noticed 
in their relation to events reviewed in the order of time, in for- 
mer parts of my letter, that I shall not long dwellupon it here. 
It will be but justice to you in the few remarks I have to offer 
upon it to allow you to state in your own words, your objects 
and motives in making the communication to the church. 

" Brethren of the church ; the communication recently made by Detf- 
con James G. Carter to this church must have been perceived to be cJiitfly it 
personal accugation of our Bruther Ezra Sawyer and myself. As it is di- 
rected by a Tote, that that communication be placed on file, and as it wiil^ 
of course be subject to inspection at any future period, I request as a favor 
that this may accompany it. / r^msider it due to myself to our brother 
who is also accused, to the church, and to the cause and interests of religion.** 

Your object y then, is to defend yourself and our brother Ezra 
Sawyer from what you assume to be a personal accusation 
from me. And your motives are. to do justice to yourself, to 
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brother Sawyer, to the church, and to the t^ause and interest of 
religion. I wi^ eyery member of our church and every per- 
son who takes an interest in this controversy to keep this pro 
fessed object and these professed motives in mind, and read 
through your Reply; and ask themselves how well you have 
accomplished your object, and how fully you have developed 
your avowed motives. 

Tou assume to begin with, that my answer, ^^ is chiefly a 
personal accusation of our brother £zra Sawyer and yourself.'^ 
I thought I had a very different object in view when I wrote 
that answer. The church requested me to resign my office, 
and I meant in that communication to state the reasons, which 
determined me not to comply with their request. I did not 
profess to accuse you and brother Sawyer; on the contrary, I 
disclaimed being the accuser of any one, in the following une- 
quivocal words. ** I have not yet become the accuser of any 
one." Seeing, then, that I professed so very different an object 
from that of accusing you and brother Sawyer, I think you 
ought, if you were determined to consider my answer to the 
church as an accusation of yourself, to have stated specifically 
what you thought I accused you of I did not mean to accuse 
you, and I did not accuse you. On the contrary, I avoided 
alluding to you personally wherever I could, and forbore 
exposing every part of the inconsistency and irregularity of 
your course, as I think you will bv this time begin to perceive, 
wherever I could do it, consistently with my right and duh^ to 
assign to the church my reasons for not complying with their 
request. I made a minute narrative of facts extending through 
fourteen closely printed pages, embracing or running through 
several years of time, i did not state general and equivocal 

f repositions, which might mean anything, everything, or nothing, 
did not shun dates, persons, or any other means, by which 
noy facts might be refuted if they were not true — strictly and 
literally true. I felt obliged to state such a narrative of facts, 
with the view to show the church the grounds of my decision, 
and how utterly unreasonable was the position they had assumed 
towards me. If such facts as I was obliged to state for such a 
purpose, — a purpose, certainly not of my seeking but imposed 
upon me by the church with a necessity, which I could not 
^ evade nor resist, incidentally displayed some small part of your 
' conduct in the premises, it was not my fault ; nor am I to be 
blamed for it. It was your misfortune that the facts were 
true, and that they had become necessary for my preservation 
and self defence. In as much, then, as I expressly disclaimed 
being the accuser of you or any body else, you were bound 
upon every principle of fairness, if you chose to consider your- 
«e)f accused, to 0tate what the accusation wa9 and me^^t it fairly 
10 
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and plainly. Or if my facts looked fou in the face rather more 
boldly than was agreeable to you, you ought to have made your 
war upon them, and let me personaJly alone. At least you should 
have spared me till you had met and refuted some one fact in my 
long narrative of them. But so far are you from taking that rea- 
sonable course in your reply, that you do not even attempt to 
meet but one solitary statement of mine, and that related to my 
dismission and recommendation to another church. I have so 
fully and plainly met your reply upon this point in another part 
of my letter that I think your success in controverting my facts 
has pot been such as to give you much complacency. With 
this solitary efibrt of yours to refute one fact, which 1 beg you 
to review if you can derive any satisfaction in the contempla- 
tion, all the statements J facts, reasonings and conclusions^ in my 
answer remain by your own admission unimpeached and unim- 
peachable!! 

Having stated your object in your reply to be to defend your- 
self and brother Sawyer from my accusations when I had 
made none, and your motives to be to do justice to yourself, to 
brother Sawyer, the church, and the cause of religion, you im- 
mediately fall off into " strange vagaries." You seem wholly 
to have forgotten the purpose you proposed to yourself as well 
as the motives that were to guide you, and to be casting about in 
the history of your and my acquaintance for something to justify 
the position in which my unanswerable facts lefl you. Tou have 
for this purpose introduced a great variety of new matter into the 
controversy, which seems to me to have no very obvious perti- 
nency to the subject. Or at least the most direct pertinency, 
which I can discover, is, that your statements upon the suppo- 
sition they are true and cannot be explained, and that nothing 
else is also true, which would destroy their whole force in this 
controversy would go, in your view, to show, that I was much 
such a man as yoa think July 22, 1832 ought to have been dis- 
missed from the office of deacon about July 13, of the same 
year. Now, if all this new matter introduced into the contro- 
versy, in your reply, is good evidence to justify a deed already 
done, it would have been good evidence to establish some 
charge as a ground of the deed before it was done. You re- 
verse all the common and obviously reasonable proceedings in 
"criminal" cases. Your condemnation comes first. Then the 
evidence in the trial. And by and by I may expect the indict- 
ment!! 

There is something so extremely absurd, not to say so abso- 
lutely ridiculous in the attitude you assume in your reply, that I 
confess I can hardly examine it with the seriousness and gravity 
which belongs to the discussion of so grave a question, — a 
question too so deeply affecting my personal character, and I 
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believe a fundamental principle4n church polity. But disregard- 
ing your high and safe example by confining myself to general 
expressions only, I proceed to particulars. 

The first sentence in your Reply, upon which I think it worth 
while to offer a remark is the followmg, which is the apology 
you offer for taking the step you did in advising me to resign 
my office. 

*^ Collecting, as was unavoidable, from all quarters the general sentiment 
and feeling, 1 perceived that the crisis, which I had long feared, must come. 
If I know my own heart, it was my sincere desire and prayer, that a 
course might be found the least painful and disgraceful to Deacon Carter, 
and which would least tend to interrupt the harmony of this church." 

I do not dwell with much complacency or respect upon these 
repeated and solemn protestations of yours of a desire to treat 
me with tenderness. I think I have said enough already to 
show what they mean. But as to the ^^ genercd sentiment and 
feelins^y^^ which you could not help " collecting from all quar- 
ters; '' it seems most passing strange that no body else, at least, 
no friend of mine and no impartial observer could discover any 
such thing. I always supposed that general sentiments and 
feelings in a community were made up of particular sentiments 
and feelings. But you have taught us a new principle in logic. 
You collect a general sentiment, without Jirst having the par- 
ticulars from which the general one is formed ! 

The next sentence to be noticed is this. It shows your 
manner of meeting my answer to the church; You say: 

^*I suggested to him the importance of taking some early measures to 
efface the impression made upon the public mind, but there is no reasona- 
ble ground fur all which he has said of my urging and hurrying him to 
the adoption of these measures- ** 

"Now I did not use the words, " urging," or " hurrying " in 
this connexion; and I do not know as they occur in my answer. 
I narrated the conversations which I had had with you in detail, 
omitting nothing essential and stating nothing that you did not 
say. The " urging " and " hurrying " are inferences of your 
own from the particulars of the conversations as I stated them. 
If you wish to evade the plain and even your own inferences 
from these particulars, why do you not put your finger upon 
this sentence or that word and say, if you can, it is not so, it is 
not true? And then go on and tell what is true. It is easier, 
to be sure, to make a general and solemn denial of an irresbti- 
ble inference or conclusion from a series of facts than to refute 
one of the facts from which the conclusion is drawn. But it is 
not quite so logical or quite so fair in controversy. Nor will 
candid minds pay much respect to such a reply. 

The third passage, upon which I must off^er a remark, is the 
following : 
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« "the advice to reiiigii ih^ office of t)eaCon Wai given by all of us {vi« ; 
hy you and the two brethren, whom yon had cboeen to be associated with 
you for the purpose, Deaeon Wilder and brother Sawyer) uid with a fall 
conviction, which wb have seen no cause to abandon, that this would have 
been the most eligible and prudent course. ♦ ♦ ♦ This advice, thus (qual- 
ified, (viz; allowing me to write my own resignation) was, I hope, given 
with tenderness and a christian spirit. It was grounded on information 
upon which / could confidently rely, that the circumstance that Deacon 
Carter was an officer in the church had been the means of detering re- 
spectable and excellent individuals from offisring themselves for admission 
to our communion ; that it was matter of dissatisfaction and grief to a 
large proportion of the present members of the church; and that his con- 
tinuance in office alarmingly endangered the peace and prosperity of the 
church and society. For doing what I esteemed my imperious duty under 
these circumstances, / have received in return the communication which 
is placed on the files of the church.'* 

I quote from your Reply, thus liberally, to take away all 
ground of complaint that I misrepresent or pervert the meaning 
of your language. If you had adopted the same principle in 
preparing your Reply, you could not have proceeded beyond 
tbe first paragraph relating to the s^ubject without perceiving 
that a refutation of your statements was following you at every 
step. The first remark I have to offer upon the above quota- 
tion relates to a matter of fact. It will be perceived that you 
say, ^^ the advice was given by nU rf Wy and with a full ccm- 
viction, which toe have seen no cause to abandon," &/c; The 
foot here stated is not true. I wish to be understood in my 
language. Taking it for granted, that the us in the first clause 
relates to the same persons represented by the we, in the sec- 
ond clause, and you cannot explain your meaning in any other 
way Without a monstrous perversion; the facts of the case prove 
the assertion untrue. Deacon Wilder never gave the advice. 
He would not agree to your and brother Sawyer's advice even 
after being pressed by you much beyond the point of civility, 
unless with such cautious and ample qualifications as absdutely 
negatived it. He would not allow t&at my resignation under 
the circumstances was expedient at aU; urUess I could resign 
in such a way or by such a communication to the church as 
would leave my character free from any imputation, and leave 
me in tbe possession and full enjoyment of all the privileges of 
a christian brother. But if I adlow yon to construe Deacon 
Wilder's delicacy and forbearance in not directly contradicting 
and opposing your and brother Sawyer's advice at once, and 
upon ike spot, into giving your advice, which would be putting 
a construction upon his course, that I should not dare to do for 
any purpose, yet he immediately afterwards disavowed the ad- 
vice for himself, ^^ abandoned the conviction " you attributed to 
him, and gave his individual opinion most distinctly and une- 
quivocally the other way. Nor is there any thing inconsistent 
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in his course. He was an officer in the church. He was and 
is, I believe, our mutual friend. He certainly was not more 
friendly to me than to you. He was a tried, faithful, and sub- 
stantial friend to the church and society, always and zealously 
endeavouring to promote their best interests. You and brother 
Sawyer had represented the church and society as in a state of 
excitement and blaze . Taking your representations for fkcts, 
he yielded to your opinions and wishes. I called upon him on 
^he 23d March, within two days afler your advice was given. 
He said then he was glad I had taken time to consider, whe- 
ther I should resign my office or not. He wad anxious and 
thought of the thins almost all the time while awake. I told 
him, so far as I could learn, the church were not excited and in 
a hlaze, as had been represented ; and requested him to see 
the brethren and ascertain the fact. He did see them or many 
of them, and satisfied himself that your and brother Sawyer^s 
representations were greatly exaggerated. He called upon 
you on the 30th March and told vou so, as a faithful friend, 
presuming you were mistaken or deluded in the matter. He 
told you that the excitement was, so i&r as he could learn, con- 
fined to a particular and small part of the town, and even there 
was among people not of the church. He called upon me the 
same day and stated what he had told you. He was by this 
time convinced that the excitement and blaze was an imaginary 
existence, a fiotion. Having been misled by your representa- 
tions of the facts alleged as the ground of your advice, so far 
as not to contradict your advice, and being convinced of the 
error, he, henceforth, as a man of perfect integrity and honesty 
was bound to do, took decided ground upon that question, 
** abandoned the conviction you attributed to him " that my 
resignation was the best course, and declared his views repeat- 
edly and decidedly to me and other members of the church. 
He said I ought not to resign under such circumstances; and 
he considered the subsequent proceedings against me by the 
church as unwarranted by scripture and ecclesiastical usage. 
With these incontrovertible facts before you, I leave you to 
explain the meaning of your pronouns, if you can, so as to make 
your sentence true in any sense. 

The second remark I have to offer upon the above quotation 
from your Reply, relates to the grounds of the advice given, as 
you say "by all of us." Notbwithstanding "the advice was 
given by all of ts and with the full conviction, which we have 
seen no cause to abandon ;" in the very same paragraph, you 
add ; " it was grounded on information, upon which / could 
rely," ^c. So difficult is it to conceal the fact even through 
one paragraph that you were the moving cause, at the bottom 
of the business. You furnished the information on which to act 
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in giving the advice. The advice, which " we '' gave, you sar, 
was founded on information upon which " /*' could rely. It 
seems Deacon Wilder upon enquiry and examination could not 
rely upon the information, which you had afforded him upon the 
subject. You, as well as all who were willing to repeat your 
story, thirf my being in office " deterred respectable and ex- 
cellent individuals from offering themselves for admission to 
our communion," were repeatedly requested to tell, who were 
thus deterred. But no information could be obtained. I con- 
fess I was quite desirous to know '' the respectable and ex- 
cellent individuals," who were deterred from performing an act, 
the duty of which they admitted^ by the circumstance of my 
^' being in office." It does not appear that these '^ excellent 
people " had any insuperable objection to doing their duty, 
except my being in office. If I were only a private member of 
the church, they could do their duty without further hindrance. 
And could you not enlighten your '^ respectable and excellent 
individuals," so that they could see the utter inconsistency of 
their demand, that I should be only deposed from office, as the 
condition of their offering themselves for admis^on to our com- 
pnunion ? Or could you not see ^^ what manner of spirit they 
were of y'^^ who were capable of raising such an objection ? And 
was it so much of an object to attract such persons to our com- 
munion as to justify so great a sacrifice ? — great, certainly, on 
my part, if it were nothing for the other brethren of the church 
to be csuled upon to depose a deacon ybr the sake of having 8ur.h 
^* respectable and excellent individuals " offer themselves for 
our communion, as would not otherwise do it. Do you think, 
as a Doctor of Divinity, that that was a good and scriptural 
motive to urge upon me at that particular time to resign my 
office, or upon my brethren of the church to depose me ? I 
have no more to say upon this point. I pass over the informa- 
tion, upon which you could so confidently rely that " my being 
in officey^ not my being in the chm^chj " was matter of dissatis- 
faction and grief to a large proportion of the present members 
of the church." The thirteen and two more, who, with all 
your efforts, could be persuaded to express their dissatisfaction 
and grief by voting to remove me from office, do not constitute 
a very large part of fifty ! And I shall spare you the pain 
and mortification of referring particularly to the " respectable 
and excellent individuals," who have verified the truth of your 
information to the church upon the subject, by offering them- 
selves for our communion since the only obstacle to their so 
doing was removed. In regard to the last sentence of the quo- 
tation above, I have only to say, I do not know by what right 
or authority you appropriate to yourself, (/have received &c,") 
a communication made to the church, in answer to a vote of the 
church, and ordered by the church to be put upon their files. 
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I shall quote but one paragraph more from the text of your 
Reply. 

'' The informatioQ wu once and affain repeated to Deacon Carter, that 
no formal complaint bad been brou|^ht against him ; that no catalo|^ue of 
accusers could or would be furnished ; that under existing circumstaneeM 
th«re was no wish or intention to deprive him of the enjoyment of any 
prtYilege of a christian brother.'' 

I have not many remarks to offer upon this paragraph. It su^ 
ficiently explains itself. Did you really mean to say ^Mhat 
no catalogue of accusers could be furnished ? Or did your rhet^ 
orick for the moment get the ascendancy over your logic P I am 
inclined to the belief, that literally it expresses more truth than it 
does rhetorically. You say with an authoritative air, that ^Hhe 
information was once and again repeated to Deacon Carter, 
that no catalogue of accusers could or would be furnished ;" as 
if your having told me so over and over again, should silence 
my complaints. I never denied that you told me so over and 
over again. I admit it. It is that very thing, of which I com- 
plain y — That you either would not or could not tell me who 
were my accusers. The clause in italics, " under existing cir- 
cundstances," is an interpolation, — a prudent reservation, — an 
anchor to windward, for future use and reference. It never 
appeared in that connexion till afler my answer was read to the 
church. You did say, and so did brother Sawyer, once and 
again, that '^ there was no wish or intention in any one, to de- 
prive me of the enjoymeilt of any privilege of a christian bro- 
ther.'' But neither you nor he ever made the reservation con- 
tained in the phrase ^^ under existing circumstances,'* till after 
my answer to the church. If you had accompanied your advice 
to resign — with any such reservation, I should at once have per- 
ceived that you wished then to depose me and afterwards y if you 
pleased, and it should be expedient, to accuse me, or furnish the 
catalogue of accusers. 

Having " embodied" a considerable mass of matter, which if 
you had not called it somet)iing else, I confess I should think 
looked much more like an accusation of me than a reply to 
what you term my accusation of you, you draw to the close 
of your pamphlet by the following return to the object you 
proposed. 

" I do not deem it to be necessary to add more particular remarks and 
explanations; but will observe, that nothing in my hearing has dropped 
fVom the lips of our brother Sawyer, which was inconsistent with a friend- 
ly and christian regard for the best interest and welfare of Deacon Carter, 
and for the peace and prosperity of the church. I cannot but remark that 
■ome of the statements in his communication are incorrect, others highly 
colored, and the whole calculated to make an unfair impression of the course 
which had been pursued/' 
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Having announced it as one objection setting out in your re« 
ply, to defend brother Sawyer from my accusations, you do not 
mention him again till as in the above extract from your con*^ 
eluding paragraph. The above certificate then from yoo, con- 
stitutes your whole and entire defence of brother Sawyer. The 
amount of your defence is this. You assume that I have ac- 
cused you and brother Sawyer ; and you give brother Sawyer a 
oertificate of his christian regard for the welfare of his accuser. 
I think brother Sawyer should be greatly obliged to you for his 
able defence ; and 1 have no doubt he will give you a similar cer- 
tificate of christian regard for my welfare, and then your mutual 
defence will be complete and triumphant ! f 

The last sentence of the above extract is another specimen 
of your mode of controverting facts and arguments. ITou pro- 
nounce '*some of my statements to be incorrect." Why do you 
not tell which particular statements are incorrect ? And then 
wherein they are incorrect ? And after that tell what would be 
correct. Other statements, you say, are highly colored. Why 
do you not remove the coloring, then, that we may see the 
truth clearly ? And " the whole," you triumphantly sat, " is 
calculated to give an unfair impression." You ought to tell us 
then what the wrong impression is, and what the right one would 
be. How will your hearers or readers ever know how to correct 
the impressions you pronounce ivrong, if you do not tell them 
wherein they|are wrong, and what would be the right impressions. 

Your defence of yourself against what you chose for your own 
purposes to consider a personal accusation from me is before 
tbe church in your reply, and before the public. Let them judge 
of the character of such a defence as well as of its ability and 
success. Your professed motives also, for making such a de- 
fence of that particular time must have become so wel) under- 
stood by all, before this, time as to need no further comment 
from me. 

Before examining the notes^ which you have appended, upon 
y^ur own responsibility, to tbe printed copy of your Reply, now 
before the community, I propose to say a few words touching 
the circiunstances of the transactions and means, by which you 
have brought this unfortunate controversy before the public. 
My answer to the church having been read and ordered by a 
vote of the church to be put upon the files, and your reply hav- 
ing been read and ordered in the same manner to be put upon 
the files, — ^the files being in your possession — I founa what I 
thought very erroneous opinions getting abroad even among the 
members of the church, who were particularly friendly to me. 
Less than half the members of the church had heard my answer 
read, and of course could know nothing about it except from 
the representation of others ; and I was most unwilling the 
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nmdi of tho ekwrck thouM Mttlo down into tho eonriedon, th«t 
your reply was a most triuraphant refutotion of my answery that , 
my answer was ^^ scurrillous," and that jou had in your reply 
convicted me of a falsehood about the dismission and reeom- 
mendation to another church, Slo, These were the impressions 
which got abroad, I do not say you circulated them. But they 
got abroad. And I was sure no one, who could read my answer, 
wouM call it scurrillous ; or could arrive at the conviction that 
I had been put in the wrong by aoy thing you had said in your 
reply. As it was not my business or habit to ride about the 
parish quite so much as it was yours, and as I fell from that 
circumstance I was liable to suffer, I felt as if I must devise 
some other means of counteracting the impressions I thought 
erroneous. I concluded to cause a few copies of my answer to 
be made in manuscript to be circulated, and actually began the 
work. I put a copy in circulation ; hlviog still another in my 
possession to make other copies from ; but this method was 
attended with so much trouble, and would so imperfectly answer 
the purpose, from the difficulty of reading manuscript, especial- 
ly among the older members of the church, that I abandoned 
it, and determined to have a few copies printed for the purpose* 

Aceordinely being about to take a jojorney to be absent 
several weeks, I took the manuscript, which I happened to have, 
not being able, as I shall by and by show, to get a copy certi- 
fied by you, to a friend in Boston, and engaged him to procure 
for me, a few printed copies, p;iving him strict injunctions to let 
no copy go out of hiabuids till my return, and receiving vh 
sttrance that woy^ injimction should be sacredly regarded. 
During my absence, a person called upon my friend in Boston 
and enquired if such a pamphlet was printed, and 'd so, for a 
copy of it. My friend answered affirmatively, bu^ refused a 
copy. Whether the person went to the printing office and 
picked up the sheets or proof sheets, I do not know, but I have 
understood, that you had a printed copy <^ my answer two 
weeks before my return from my journey. 

If you had a copy by such means, used either by yourself or 
your friends, you will not with much propriety call the circum* 
stance a <^|)ublication " of it by me. I have felt obliged to 
state these particulars to show what is the exact meaning of the 
following proposition and its proof : ** Mr. Carter must have 
distributed his pamphlet about the cotmtry long before the time 
he pretends, for we had a copy in * New-Boston ' * a fortnight 
before his return from his journey." On my return I took my 
printed copies from my friend, with the assurance that not one 
hadgoneout of his hands. I wrote the name of each male 

^ 11 
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member of the church, ms Bbu* as I knew them, upon a copy, i 
that my purpose might not be misuaderstood, I put the name 
also into the body of the pamphlet in my hand writing, and theo 
distributed them as I had opportunity. With Ihe exception of 
iny legal counsel, who were consulted touching points affected 
by the contents of the pamphlet, no. copy was distributed be- 
yond this by me, or with my consent or knowledge ; till I 
found your pamphlet was given also to female members; of the 
church, I then gare mine the same extension, and no more. 
Not a co^ of my answer was distributed by any body beyond 
this, till I had certain evidence that yours had j^been sent par- 
ticularly addressed to an acting judge of the court in a neigh- 
bouring town. It was not a copy originally given to a member 
of the church, and sent by second hand ; it wa& addressed to 
the judge himself originally . You also sent your pamphlet to 
different individuals in diterent counties, to my personal and 
particular friends, to whom you supposed I sbould have sent 
mine ; and thus gave them their first notice that there was any 
printing in the business. I bad not yet sent or given a copy to 
erven the members of my own faniily. You. thus took the ItMd in 
the '' publication,^^ and I defy you to show the contrary. 

This being the state of things, I lost no time in sending 
abroad copies of my answer to persons whom I supposed you 
had consulted, or to whom I supposed you had sent your 
pamphlet, as well as to my personal friends, whe I knew were 
deeply interested in my welfare. Thus much for the responsi- 
bility of bringing the controversy before the public. But the 
responsibility of so doing belongs not only not to me, but to you, 
personally ; the church never having authorized you or intend- 
ed that you should do so. They voted to print their records 
and your reply << for the information and use of the members," 
not for general distribution in the community. The church 
have never used them* fbr> any other purpose, and have never 
authorized you to use them for any other purpose. The respon- 
sibility in the business, then, whether it be much or little, is 
wholly your own. The vote by the church to print at all was 
on a motion submitted, together with its ample preamble, by 
yourself ; aiid submitted to such members of the church only 
as happened to be present, when you detained them afler meet- 
ing on Sunday for the purpose. The church, therefore, as well 
as myself, are wholly exonerated from the responsibility of 
publication. 

But there is another circumstance connected with your 
bringing the matter of printing before the church, which is of 
much graver consequence both to you and to me, than the bare 
fact, that the business was brought forward by yourself On sub- 
mitting your preamble and motion for printing the records and 
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yxMiT reply, to the membersof the ehureh present, yoo made this 
statement: '^ It will be recollected that at the tim^ it was voted 
that Mr. Carter's answer should be pkced upon the files of the 
church, ht said^ he had no tapy. But his answer has been printed 
and distributed among the members of the church. 1 have corar- 
pared the printed answer with the one on the files of the charch, 
and they are the same, except some slight verbal alterations.'' 
If I said, at the time mentioned, that I had no copy; and after- 
wards without having in my possession or having access to the 
copy on the files, caused it to be printed ahnost or quite word 
for word, — ^then, I must have had a copy, when I told the church 
I had not, and was df course guilty of a deliberate falsehood in 
the ftice of the church. This wns the impresssion you must 
have intended to convey to the church, imd it was the impres- 
sion you did convey. A brother, who knew [ had a copy at 
the time alluded to, rose and said, he thought there must be 
some mistake about what you attributed to me, as saying, that 
I had no copy. He did not understand me to say so, at the time, 
and thought f could not have said so, for he knew at the same 
thne, I had a copy. Yoq then stated to the church that you were 
very confident I said so. And to prove conclusively that yon 
thought so, at the time, you told the chirrch, that you immedi- 
ately after set yonr daughters to make a copy, presuming it 
would be wanted or called for; or told them to be reculy to make 
one>— in case it should be called for. This, if true, was cep- 
tatniy good evidence, that you understood me at the time to say 
what you attributed to me. You then called upon two breth- 
ren directly by name, and asked them if they remembered my 
saying so; and they said they did. This was pretty conclusive, 
certainly, that I had stated a falsehood to the church. You 
attempted to fortify your proof by calling upon sortie other 
brethren at random, but they did not sustain you. They could 
only remember, that I said something about having acc^s to 
the copy on the files, or something about a copy; but they could 
bring up no recollection that I said I had no copy. Here the 
matter wad dropped by you. I was not present at the meeting; 
and have had no official or other notice of your purpose fe 
proceed faKher in the business. If you considered yo«r proof 
good and had any other purpose in bringing the matter hefbre 
the church at that time than to prejudice me in their estimation, 
I am astonished, that you should allow so many monthsto ptunu 
without calling upon me in some way for as explanation. But 
as you evince no such design, I am obliged to state b«)th the 
accusation and defence, or rest where I anf, under the imputa- 
tion from yoQ of having stated a deliberate '^Isehood to the 
church ;^-convicted as it would seem by both positive and cir- 
cumstantial evidence. " 
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This is a fery uigeiiiotts web,— 4o entaof ie me ipextrioiblf 
in a misdeflieanor. It willrequire some littte effort to unweave 
it; but it can be done. There never was in|^enuity nenough put 
into the head of one man to weare a web so intricate, 'that there 
was not ingenuity enough in the head of some other man to 
unravel it. There never has been a knot tied, since the Gor- 
dian Knot, so intricate that it could not, by patience and perse- 
verance, be untied. I propose to unweave this intricate web of 
yours^-to untie this almost Crordian Knot. To avoid rep^i- 
tion, I request you to turn back to the account of the third 
church meeting * held July 13, 1832, and read the paragraphs, 
in which are stated the manner and circumstances of my manu- 
script answer being put upon the files of the church. It will 
be perceived that you had in your own hands my answer, and 
was resisting a motion of mine to have it put upon record. I 
claimed to have ^restored to me, or to have the church take 
possession of it. I did not wish to have it left in your private 
possession, as you seemed to desire. It was an answer to a 
vote of the churchy and I claimed to have it placed where it 
would appear in all future time with the other records of the 
proceedings against me. The controversy was not settled by 
a^ymeansy and I wished my answer to be placed where it could 
be referred to by myself as well as all other persons, whose 
duty it might become to investigate the business. I used all 
these ar/g:uments for the purpose of inducing the church, against 
your wishes, to put my answer upon record. These were the 
circumstances and these were the motives I had for urging the 
ehurch to make such a disposition of the manuscript as would 
take it out of your personal possession and put it where others 
as well as myself might consult it, or refer to it, as often as oc<- 
casion might occur. 

Several persons and one brother of the church, if no j^ore, 
knew that I meant to keep a copy, and that I had one at the 
time. For I had shown it to him on the day of reading my 
answer to the churph. If I had been depraved enough to state 
a falsehood to the church in the matter as you represented, un- 
der any circumstances, I could hardly have been so foolish as to 
do it, having taken especial care to provide beforehand for the 
means of detection. Besides I did not suppose any body for a 
moment would expect or imagine that I should prepare so im- 
portant a paper as my answer to the church and let it go out of 
my hands without a copy. As to tl|e evidence of the two bre- 
thren whose recollection, as it was at the churck muting y sus- 
tained you; I beg to enquire if you had not taken the pains to 
convo'se with them upon the subject and endeavored to aid or 

• pp. 66. 66. 
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iqnicken their r^eollections a IMt. And how nmny odMr hr«» 
thren did yeu converse with without success to endeavor to 
Miake tbem recollect that I said I had oo copy. Tou could not 
find any other memprtes quite so elaatic. Nor could you bring 
mny of your friends, except those you called out first hy name, 
4o recollect any thing more than I allow to be the strict and 
literal truth. How happened you to call upon those two bre- 
thren first, particularly and by name? I will not attempt to 
atrengthen my argument by any more particular teference te 
the individuals. But it would not be very strange if thoae lisa 
ifMviduahy three months afterwards^ whether they had enjoyed 
the benefit of a conversation with you upon the point or not, 
should so far mistake my words as to give an inference of their 
own minds at the time for the words themselves. And espe- 
cially as they had you to ask them leading <|uestions and I was 
not present to cross examine them. And moreover they would, 
certainly, be safe, in a doubtful case, to recollect what yoa 
assured them was so perfectly in your own recollection. Hear* 
ing me talk of consulting the copy — of referring to the copy-- 
and that I mt'gAl wish to take a copy — ^it would perhaps be the 
most obvious inference to one not at all accustomed to such 
proceedings or controversies, that I had no copy. If I had a 
0(^y at home, why should I wish to consult the one on the re- 
cords or files of the church. If I had in my possession, what i 
knew was a copy, IJUf would not readily perceive, why that 
would not answer all my purposes. And if I talked of wanting 
to refer to— to consult — or take another copy, they would aksoat 
necessarily infer I had none, at the time; and aloK>st necessa- 
rily, three months afterwards, so confound the words actually 
aaid, with their own inference at the time, that a leading ques- 
tion would bring them out as you wished. They would he 
much more likely to remember their own inference at the time, 
than the words used by me three months afterwards. Several 
other, members of the church were present and heard my words 
at the time. Their memories were a little more tenacious, and 
they could not he made to come up tQ the point. They re- 
membered very well all that wda said, but they could not be 
made to confound a deduction of reason for a fact. So that, 
out of a large number of brethren equally cognisant of the facts, 
only two could remember, even with your assistance, what was 
necessary for your purpose. 

So stands the case before we take into account your recol- 
lection, fortified by the circumstance you adduce, that you 
immediately set your daughters to make a copy, presuming it 
would be wanted or called for; or told them to be ready to make 
one in case it should be called for. Against your recollection 
of my words, I put into the case not only that I have no recol* 
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leotion of uatag them; but that / ddd not use them, I have had 
occasion once before in the course of this letter to place my 
veracity against yours; and I do it now, if you assert that I used 
the words you have attributed to me, in the most explicit, direct 
and unequivocal terms. I did not say I had no copy. You 
may, possibly think now that you recollect the words you attri- 
bute to me. You might possibly misunderstand me at the time. ' 
And if you went home immediately and told your daughters to 
make a copy, or be ready to make a copy because it would be 
wanted, it would be good evidence that you did misunderstand 
me. But the/or^ of joixv immediately giving such a direction 
for such a purpose wants corroboration. There is much cir«- 
oumstantial evidence against it, and nothing positive yet ad* 
duced to sustain it. I propose to bring up the circumstances, 
which either render it probable that you did not give immedi- 
ately any such direction fpr such a purpose; or if you did, cer- 
tain, that you have officially withheld from me an important 
document due to me, upon my request, by your own admission. 
The church meeting, at which the vote was passed, to vacate 
my office, was held July 13. July 18th, I received, in an en- 
velope directed to Mr, James G. Carter, a certified copy of the 
vote purporting to remove me from the office of Deacon j with^ 
out note or comment ; except the N. B. below your certifica- 
tion, that you had found out there were two hands in the chtfrch, 
you did not see, and that these would make fifteen affirmative 
votes to remove me from office. I was more desirous of having 
before me the whole proceedings of the church at the meeting*, 
than of having that single vote. Accordingly I addressed to yon 
a note the same day, July 18th, in which I nteke the following 
enquiry and request. •* May I be permitted to enquire if the 
motion and vote communicated is your whole record of the pro- 
ceiedings ; and if not to ask the favor of all that has been re- 
corded pertaining to that meeting." As you took no notice of 
my^ enquiry and request for a week, and as in the mean time 
you communicated to the church your reply to my answer ; on 
the 25th July I addressed to you the following note: . 

" Rev. Dr. Thayer : Sir ; July 18th I addressed a note to you, which I 
handed to your boy, enquiring if the motion and vote comnlunicated by 
you to me on that day, constitutes your whole record of the pro'ceedings 
of our church meeting July 13 j and if not, asking the favor of all that has 
been recorded pertaming to that meeting. To that note I have re- 
ceived no reply. I learned, yesterday, on mv return from Boston, that you 
made a communication to the church last Sabbath, in my absence, introduc- 
ing some new matter to the church, deeply interesting to me and affecting 
my character. It I had known any such communication was to be mftd«, 
1 should have endeavoured to be present and beard what was said concern- 
ing me, or alleged against me, if any allegations were made. I certainly 
should have had no objections to your making any communication you 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



87 

% 

n^ht think proper oacUr your oiwn reipooilbili^ ; but eommoB oevrteajF 

and common justice would seem to require, that if your communication 
were to affect me at all, you should have informed me of your purpose, that 
I might have been present, and objected, if aught was offered which f 
thought objectionable, either in matter, time or manner. Ae it is, how* 
ever, I have only to call your attention Xo my. note of the 18th, and to add 
this further request, that you will fbrnish me with a copy of your commu- 
nication to the church last Sabbath, together with your record of the do- 
ings of the church in regard to it. My object isj and I trust you will per- 
ceive the justice and propriety of the request; to &aea before me a full and 
C4hnflete vievi of the proeeedinga of the chvrch as appears from their records 
and FILES. 1 regret to give you any trouble to copy papers for me, and if yotf 
will allow me, I will cause copies of all I request to be made ready for you 
to certify, ' Very respectfully, your christian brother, 

July fc, 1832: J AMIS G. Cartkr." 

Although I should have been glad of the papers I requested 
before you took your journey, you had, perhaps, a right to con- 
sult your own convenience as to time. You did consult your 
own convenience notwithstanding my note of 1 8th remained un- 
answered. On your return I received the following note with 
the papers therein referred to. 

** Mondav Aug. 6, 1832. 
Dear Sir ; On my return from a journey on Saturday last, I found your 
note of July 25th. I should have answered the note of July 18tb, but pre* 
■umed from the tenor of it, you would desire all, which should be placed 
on FILE touching your case. 1 now embrace the earliest moment to com- 
ply with your request. I send the entire records and the reply to your com- 
munication to the church. Yours, with christian regard, 

Natml. Thateb.** 

My note of July 18th, I admit, you might, with your notions 
of the distinction between Records and Files, understand to 
exclude a copy of my answer. I asked only for your " whole 
retordy^ ^^all that has been recorded pertaining to that meeting,'* 
and you might understand me as not requesting a copy of my 
own answer. Though I should think it would have been pretty 
natural, if you understood me to say, July 13, that I had no 
copy, and immediately told your daughters to make one ; for it 
would he wanted or called for ^ you would have thought, even be- 
fore you took your journey, that I should be somewhat anxious 
to have a copy of a document so important to me. With tolera- 
ble expedition, if the work were " immediately " commenced, it 
must have been completed in ten or twelve days. And if com- 
pleted, it would have been in accordance with your accustomed 
politeness, to forward it even without any request, or at least 
when my note was before you requesting your whole record and 
all that had been recorded. You did even understand my note 
of July 18th to go the length of requesting copies affiles as well 
as records. For you say in your answer August 6, you pre^ 
sumed from the tenor of it) I should desire all which should be 
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thAcmb 9n fits teuMng my e<i#e. If jim believed I wanted til 
thut ihould he placed on JUe^ you must have believed I should 
be equally desirous of having all that had been placed on JUe. 
And if you had a spare copy of my answer prepared, I can 
hardly see how yon could avoid sending it, even upon the re- 
quest contained in any note of July 18th. 

But in my note July 25th, I removed all pretence of doubt as to 
my purpose. I said in that note; '' my objeet is to have before 
me a full and complete view of the proceedings of the church as 
appears from their records and fil£s." And still further, I 
added in the same note, in order to remove any difitculty from 
the trouble of copying, that I would do it myself, if you would 
only certify t^e papers. I wanted, and I wanted very much a 
certified copy of my answer. I had a copy, but it was not cer-^ 
Hfiea, It was your "Attest, Nathaniel Thayer," I was trying 
to ^et. For I began to fear before this time, that I should be 
obhged to make some use of it besides letting it slumber upon 
the files of the church to be misrepresented and branded with 
opprobrious names. And if I was ever to show it to any body, 
it was highly important it should bear upon its face that it 
was authentic, — the very answer, and na more nor less, than 
the one I read to the church. But I could not g0% even a copy 
rtuthenticatedj afler it was prepared for the purpose. I could 
not misunderstand your feelings upon the subject afler the re- 
ceipt of your note Aucust 6. Afler telling me that you under- 
stood from the tenor of my first note that I wanted files as well as 
records, and afler acknowledging the receipt of my second note 
July 25y which was perfectly explicit upon the point; you add 
"I now embrace the earliest moment to comply with your 
request. I send the entire records and the reply." And why 
not my answer as well as your reply? They were put upon the 
files together. Especially you understood me to say almost a 
month l>efore, I had no copy, and had immediately set your 
daughters to make one for me. I respectfully submit to you 
this dilemma. Tou either did not understand me, at the time, 
to say I had no copy, and did not direct one to be prepared for 
me; or you withheld a paper, as recording ofiicer, of the church, 
which you fidmit I ought to have, which you admit I much 
wanted and requested. It will not much concern me, which 
horn of the dilemma you choose to hang upon. If you take the 
one most unfavorable to me, it will only go to show that you 
understood me to say, what I deny that I said, and what it was 
Ihe most improbable thing in the world, I could have said, and 
what many others equally likely to hear and remember right 
with yourself are confident I did not say. If you ever propose 
lo move further this question of veracity in our church, I shall be 
happy to proceed to the buainess at your earliest convenient time. 
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B«ftff« iariaf aay tiiiiiff of tbe ia^iflgie cItaffMlOT of the ti^ 
HOTSs, yoa nave appended to the printed and publiahed reoorde 
wokd files of the church, it tfeens neeeMHUT* to oier s lew r^ 
nuDrkfl at to the Hme and mamur^ in which these nrecioes pieces 
of ioibrmation are thus broaffht belore tiie ehurdi and the puW 
lie by youy upon your individual and <^ sole Tesponsibilitjr.'' I 
wiU allow yon to explain jrour own objects and motiTes tor tfaie 
extraordinary transaction. 

*^*The two notes, which form a put of thi« punphlet, are collected firom 
what the Pastor believes to be authentic reeoros and sources. He is solely 
TMBonsible fer their introduction. He rrres them this fvbUeity m the bch 
Mm, that it will be « gtatiJUxtHon toik* krttkrtm, aa4 wtU be imp6f t m d te 
Jorming ajudgmenty to be placed in possesMOK qf aU thejaetat which am 
connected with the chief g^unds of tne general and almost inprecedented 
excitement." 

This is your entire preface to yoar pamphlet, and expiainn 
your objects and motiyes in the publication. It should be betne 
in mind that the vote to reoMve me from my office, passed Idth 
July ; and these notes are, for the first tiney brought to the 
ccmideration of the brethren, late in October fettssraig ; a i sre 
than three months after they have pronounced judgment ! SBok 
a transaction on your " sole respons&ility " does not need wmaA 
exfrfanation frem me ; and, therefi>re| I shall trouble yon with 
biit a &w words touching the subject. 

The ^^ Academy Cencmn,'' which is th» subject matter of 
jronr first note, was never mentioned or alluded to, to nqr knoiwt^ 
edge> by you or any body else in the proipeedings of tive ehurok 
titt the third church meeting, after I had read my aaswer, when 
. I was removed from office. Hie business, ther^ore^ Was coor 
summated before or at the time this subject was firal otfmM tou 
That allusion was only in a distant manner, iomemhai U» that 
yott state in your Repiy, page 10 of your pamphlet. There 
were fome very good reasons why sim^ an allusion was net 
made before ; whether they were roaaeved at the time tba alkb* 
sien was made^ or have since been remofved, I leave you to en»' 
plain. TIhs subject, then, having never been mmilioned in the 
poceedings, could not have had mneh infinence in producing 
^the ffeneral and ahnost unprecedented excitemen^,^ as it ex^^ 
isted 0^^ and whm I was removed firom offiee. All the tranft>^ 
aotbmi in the ^^ Acactemy Concern " were five yean eld. And 
I have been a deacon in the chusdi hut two years I The meat 
distotted and hideous forms of this whole business, wUcb ««* 
prineipled, conceirted, and depraved mgenij^y conld hwent, had 
been most industriensly held Up te the public gaze in thntowa 
and vicinity, titt the puWc were heartily tised .of them. The 
very effiir^ winch waa neeesaary to keep these fisghtful.ine»^ 
tures before the public, convinced them there was no truth or 
12 ^ ■ 
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reality in them. AU the sxcitsmxnt, which could be produe* 
ed with this concern in any shape, had long since abated;^ 
The blaze,-^A bright one in its time, — ^had burnt out long be* 
fore I was chosen deacon. The thirty brethren, and of thirty 
two presenl,^ who gave me their TOtes for the office of deacon, 
with your full concurrence, consent, and approbation, I should 
think, ought to have effectually barred any idlusion to that sub- 
ject as a ground of subsequent excitement or dissatisfaction^ at 
least among the members of the church. But no inconsistency, 
however monstrous, is too great to be braved in a strait for rea- 
sons to justify an irretrievable step ! And in the face of this 
monstrous inconsistency, you make allusion for the first time, 
in oblique and general terms, on the day of my removal from 
office, to these old, stupid, senseless calumnies, admitted to be 
so, or pronounced to be so by yourself almost in terms; and 
which were absolute^ worn out, before I was elected to office. 
Thus much of your ailusion to this subject, at that particular 
time, as a ground of the then present excitement, which had 
swept, or, with your assistance, was sweeping nde out of office. 
The '^ Reading-Boom Concern," forms the subject matter of 
your second note. Out of this business had grown the public 
slander, for which at your direct instigation I had commenced 
an^ action to brin^ out the facts of the case and rebuke the 
slanderer. This is the ^^ crime j^ several times mentioned in 
your pamphlet in such a manner as to allow people to under- 
stand you, that I had been even indicted, and my character was 
on trial in court. This business or rather the excitement 
promptly raised out of it, wastdl along the only cause of your 
advice, I which was the cause of the action of the church. You 
assumed an excitement, which did not exist, because you thought 
you could make one in season, and refused all enquiry into its 
existence or the causes of it. Ton were perfectly resolute and 
consistent in your resistance to Any enquiry into the facts of 
the reading-room concern, from the commencement of the diffi- 
culty in the church, March 21st, down to the publication of your 
pamphlet in October ; although I had then been removed from 
office, so far as a vote of the church could do it, more than three 
months! Both you and the church had been most earnestly 
solicited, both by me and my friends, both publicly and private^ 
Iv, in every stage of the proceedings, to go into an investiga- 
tion of the facts about the Reading Koom^ which was your only 
alleged ground of your affirmed excitement, which you evinced 
a^steady determination, should sweep me from office, without 
any examination into its reality or the validity of its causes.. 
You for yourself, and for the church, and the church for them-^ 
selveSy by acquiescing in your wishes, refused all enquiries in 
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«Tery form, pablie or private, tiAeia], or unofficial into tho faets 
tuf the case, till after the action of the church — till after thecon- 
«uinmatioQ of the business. In our first private interview, and in 
•every private interview, at the first public meeting of the church, 
and in every meeting of the church relating to the business, you 
refused and resisted enquiry or explanation from me in every 
form. You never would go or allow the church to go deeper 
into the business, than the very surface. The church must see 
^th your eyeSj the blaze and excitement, and that was enough 
for them to act upon. This is not fiction or exaggeration ; 
however strange and incredible it may appear to reasonalile 
minds. It is sober incontrovertible fact ! ! 

But the reasons for such a course; — ^the reasons are as r^ 
markable as the course itself. In private, when I urged an 
investigation; — ^4he church could not resolve itself into a court 
to try me; '* — " the church could not receive as evidence my 
vtatements ; — would not be called tc^ether to bear an explana- 
tion of the circumst^ce# fi-om me or even from yourself; "— 
and once and again no catalogue of accusers could ot would be 
furnished." In public, when I invoked candor and ddibera- 
tion in proceedings so calculated to injure me, and oftered and 
urged investigation; and when brethren of the church repeat- 
^ly professed not to see any cause for such proceedings, and 
most respectfully and earnestly desired you and others, who 
<lid profess to 5e«, to enlighten them; for they did not and couM 
not understand the business; — ^your answer always was: ^^It is 
not the business of the church to investigate the truth or fals^ 
hood of the charges, and vou hoped no such inquiry would be 
made. The charges " (that is the slander for which I had 
commenced an action) '^ were submitted to the civil tribunals, 
and the church ought not to interfere or go into the merits of 
the case. It would be improper for the church to anticipate 
or interfere with the course of justice in the civil tribunals." 
£ven in your ^' reply " communicated to the church a week 
after I had been removed from ofiice, you say in the printed 
copy, p. 10: " These being now subject to judicial investigation 
and decision^ it would HI become me or this church to pronounce 
sentence of acquittal or condemnation,^^ And yet these very 
questions; — questions still before the civil tribunals, investiga- 
ted and undecided, as much as they ever were; — form the sub- 
jects of your notes! You would not allow, — it would be im- 
proper,— ^and therefore the church would not allow a statement 
or investigation of the facts while i^y ease was before them 
undecided, because even such a private investigation would 
interfere with the course of justice. And yet, three months 
after the church had decided the case, had pronounced sen- 
tence of condemnation as far as they could-*the civil tribunals 
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not iMrriBg acted npm or iwrmitifwA^A the qtteglioM «l mlt^ — 
you brinff fonrard 9McmemU of your own, parporting to be tbe 
tuk$ o(&e case, and aubmit them to tbe church and give tbeai 
extensiTe circulation in the community on your ^^ sde reapoiH 
afiiility.'' Who but you would wilUngly incur such a reapoo- 
aibilky ? And you ^ven sent wc fumi^ied and allowed a copy 
to be Beniy witb Uie stateraeala sanctioned by your name tou^ 
inff the cases before the civil tribunals yet undecided, to a 
judce, who might and probaUy would be soon called upon offi^ 
ciaUy to adjudicate tnem. Where is your reason and con- 
aistCMioy ? And aU this you hay<e done, on jrour ^^ sole respoii- 
sibility " and as you say in your prefoce, ^^ in the beUef that it will 
be « gratyi e a Hmi to ike bnthremy and will be mg^orkud inform^ 
iifg a ^udgmefU^ to be placed in possession of the &cts. " Did yon 
compile Siese notes tor the benefit of the church or the benefit 
of the pubUc at large? If you conned them for the church, 
why did you not do it, or allow it to be done, before they took 
any decided sAep ? — before they pronounced judgment ? If you 
eompiled and published thmn for the benefit of the community 
at large, and the civil tribunak in particular, where are all your 
x«Aaons for not allowing a private investigation in the churdi 
lest youjiAould interfere with the course of justice^ And thki 
Toaponsibility you have incurred, without the request, direction 
or permission of tbe church, ^^ in the belief it would be agrtOi- 
jUmiidni0 tke breihrm,,*^'^^^ important in forming a judgment ;" — 
to have die fects of a case they had decided three months be- 
ibre^ without the facts! — O lor shame! If 1 were dealing with 
any body but a Doctor of Divinity, I riiould think no rebuke 
for stick conduct more appropriate, than to point at him the 
finger of withering scorn and contempt! and say—* for shame!! 
-— for shame !!!-r*- 

These remarks upon the time and manner of bringing your 
notes befere the pubHc are made without any reference to their 
tottth or fiJsehood ;— made, I trust, with perfect propriety if 
jFour statements were strictly and literally true, and if nothing 
else were also true to exidain tbem and qualify their meaning, 
and if you yourself had not known other facts, which were 
equally hnportant to the issue. I propose now to examine their 
correctness and intrinsic character. As the questions to be 
affected by your statements are still before the civil tribunals 
uninvestigated and undecided, and as the church have decided 
the question so far as their ac^on is concerned, I have no mo- 
tive now for going more into detail in their examination than is 
necessary to meet your statements and explain them. It will 
readily be peremved, that while I Eavecivil actions pending to 
be affected by thia facts of the case, I shall be somewhat f»- 
fetcieted in the range aa well as mmutanesa of my remadks. 
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hk rmmi U^ike *^ a c ait wy e»ae6ni,^ I arti on nmiy •eoon 
•iiiieepefy rejoiced to see somethuig even pturpoitmg to be a 
ettttemeiit ^the facts of the cose whick have beea.^' connoted 
'w'Hh the almost unprecedented excitement." Up to this time it 
has been all blaze and eicitement — nothing distinct and taqgt- 
ble. And akhoiifh your note upon the subject does not 
descend to anything very kitelligtble as a cause of exciteawnt, 
yet I am glad to meet, for it is Uie first time I have ever met, 
even such a paiiial, |purbkd statement, with so respectable 
and responsible an en&rser as yoursel£ 

It appears from your no«e that I have received $94^00 in money 
— apieceofJand-^(abouthaifanacre) — and a note for $500,00 
which never has been paid ; and ^^ it is matter of notoriety," 
that I have not establi^ed with these immense reeonrces, aa 
institution for tbe education of School-teachers. It is tme, an 
you say, <'other inhabitants subscribed liberally for my enoouiw 
agement;" but then you know it is also true that they never 
paid their subscriptions. And I could not very well erect and 
pat in operation institutions with subscription papers; when 
those, who suhacnbed for my encouragement, did not pay for 
my encouragement. You forgot, I presume, when you men^ 
tioned the liberality of /^ other inhabitants'' in subscribing j to 
state the other part of the fact, quite as important to me, and 
equaHy well known to you, that the <^ other inhabitants '' never 
paid what they subscribed. Any one from reading your state- 
mentwith its ^Hiberal subscriptions,'' <4ts land/' ^^ money," 
and ^^note!" would hardly imagine, at first glance, that the 
above was the exact and literal anuMint of its substantial en- 
couragements, — to say nothing of the dMcouragemeniM, which 
accompanied them. 

But as you have furnished me with an occasion, I propose to 
say a few words upon the circumstances, under which I came 
to this place, and by which I have become involved in these 
perplexing controversies. In regard to the institution for 
school teachers, I will state what cannot be new to you or to 
.any body, into whose hands this letter will probably foil. After 
much attention to the subject of education and considerable") 
experience and observation in its practtcai details, I became ' 
thoroughly convinced, that the influence of the common schools 
was^for less than it should be, or migSTle even wMmo greater 
expense>-And^ became satisfied that the inefficiency of the 
system of popular education was mainly attributable to the 
Want of practical skill and energy in the teachers of common 
schools. Witn these convrcfi6ns"aeepIyftired in my mind, and 
wiUi the beleif that the moral health of the community, if not 
the safety^ and pejrmanency of our free mstitutions depended 
very asseivtkdly upon thstietMme cotEimon schools, I put myself 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



94 

to inquiry for the causofl of inefficiency and tb^ remedieg for 
them. Begin where y oa would in the work of reform, nothing 
would prove effectual till the character and skill of the teachers 
were essentially improved. The parts of the complicated 
machine might be ever so perfect^ still its motion and regularity 
depended upon the main spring, — and that main spring was the 
"Vteacber. In viewing the courses of studies of any and all existing 
^''institutions, they seemed to be directed to other and very di^ 
ferent objects,— K>bjects, if. not incompatible, at least, wide, 
very wide of the true object in educating a teacher. So very 
different, from anjrthing then in existence, within my knowledge, 
would the object of educating teachers be, that it seemed to me 
the means for attaining the object were to be created or 
arranged anew rather than to be sought for among existing in- 
stitutions. After entertaining these views several years and 
/ giving them precisi on t ^y study^ observation^ and reflection, I 
I gave myself wholly to the object. I thought much upon 
the subject and I wrote much, and with zeal upon it, for 
1 several years. At length I app%d to the Legislature for 
aid in establishing aa institution for the education of teach- 
ers* The application was entertained with respect by every 
department of the government, and the project was even re- 
garded with distinguished favor by many leading and influen- 
tial men in the public councils. I seemed to have every pros- 
pect of success in obtaining an appropriation by the legisla- 
ture in aid of an object, ever worthy of enlightened legisla- 
tion. 
/ In this state of the question before the le^slature, a very 
favorable report having been made upon the subject by a large 
and very intelligent committee, at the head of which was the 
^ present speaker of the hou«e of representatiyes, then a dis- 
\ iiingutshea member, and always foremost in the cause of popular 
/Xeducation ; and a bill reported by the seme committee having 
^ plissed several of its stages, my hopes were high. I seemed to 
be on the verge of compassing the essential means of executing 
a plan, which had for several years been the darling project 
of my soul. With the ardor and enthusiasm inspired by the 
importance of the object, and the apparent prospect of success 
in accomplishing it, I was ready to risque every thing in my 
possession upon the project. It was in this state of the case 
that I began to cast about for a place to locate myself; and 
other people in different quarters begun to consider the ad- 
vantages to themselves of having me establish myself in their 
vicinity. Offers of houses,— offers of land, — and offers of 
money,— were made in various forms and from various places 
and persons. Among the offeriB was one from Lancaster ! 
The lunount of this offer was, the use of a certain buildings 
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upon eonditions to be porferraed on mj part, which the building 
never had purchased before, — never has, since I was dis- 
possessed of it, purchased of any body else, — and, I venture to 
say, never will again purchase. The inducement to come to' 
Lancaster was further enhanced by the then leading and in- 
^ fluential men in Lancaster presenting me with a subscription 
paper, on which were the names of the several *^ other inhab^ 
itants, who subscribed liberdly for my encouragement." The 
gross amount of the subscriptions was about $1700,00 which I 
supposed was to be well and truly paid for my encouragement 
-^-encouragement to do something, not at the payers pleasure 
afterwards, as a bounty or reward for having done something. 
This offer was much less, to be sure, and embarrassed with more 
conditions relating to the Academy building than, at least one 
other ; but some motives and inducements of a private nature, 
which you will very well understand, determined me to settle 
in Lancaster even with the less encouragement of pecuniary 
aid. 

Seing sanguine in my darling project and ready to stake 
every thing upon its practicability and success, I immediately, 
while the bill before the Legislature was yet pending, purchased 
near $10,000 worth of houses and other real estate, which I 
thought would be essential to my purposes. I had determined 
to go on, and if the Legislature refused the grant the first session, 
I ^as confident they would make it the next. The bill was 
postponed in its last stage at the heel of the session to the next 
I^egislature. But I meant to go on, upon my own resources, 
and such as were liberally subscrihedy for my encouragement. 
I acquired the evil of possessing the academy building, en- 
cumbered with all the conditions, securing to the proprietors 
more advantages than they had ever before, or have ever since 
enjoyed; and one individual not alluded to in your statement paid 
fdown promptly his subscription of $200,00 ; and at the same 
Itime placed his son in my family, disdaining to avail himself of 
fa deduction of seventy five per cent in tuition, which was one 
of the conditions, on which I was to have the use of the academy 
building of its proprietors, though he was one of the largest pro- 
prietors in it. While this topic is before me, I ask your attention 
to the view of the subject taken by this mutual friend of yours 
and mine. I addressed a letter to him since the commence- 
ment of the present difficulties enquiring his views ; and I have 
recently received his answer, firom which I offer you the follow- 
ing extract : 

" On the rabjeot, relating to which you make enquiries, 1 perfectly re- 
member the ^eat earnestness and activity, which prevailea among the 
most influential men in Lancaster, to induce your decision to come tkere^ 
rather than to eeUU at Shrewsbury,, where solicitations to secure your 
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iM?ie»% w^n in bo dem« Urn w ntm L I fwrt a i a|w>, ^«l «OMt^^ 

taking cbarfe of the scEool, there occurred a number of un|^lea8ant eir- 
cumstaneei, originating in the melancholly state of Mr. Kingsbury*! ♦ 
domestic affairs, and Uie general sympathy of the community therefor; 
from whence reeuhed an oppomtion to yevr cevree, which yon co«ld Ml 
foresee or control ; and which wae followed by a peraeculio*, whose wv 
lUence and duration surpassed any thing of the kind 1 haderer wit|iea«e4f 
and Hucb as I hope to be sfiared tne pain of ever again witnessing." ^ 

** I should not hesitate to demand a return of the ^^200,00 I panfyon; ifl 
eomdered you to be culpable^ or the cauae of tike fmilare ; but tlml do boI 
On the contrary every thing attests and partieolarty se your great invaclx 
ment in real estate, the sincerity, truthr Bnd devotedness of your intentl(»ML 
It was however beyond the power of any individual to stem the torrent 
that wa» opposed to you, for whiofr, I confoss I have never been able to 
_^raoe an aaequate cause.'' 

And what do yoti think this mntual Mend of ours will Sfty, oti 
seeing your present attitude to me upon this subject ; when he 
reflects how much you, youVself, contributed in giving him the 
views of the subject expressed in these extracts from his letter ? 
And when he remembers how perfectly you sympathized with 
him in his views with all the facts befqre your eyes ? But to 
proceed with my brief account of the circumstances of my com- 
^{y mg here to establish myself Having made my investments in 
"^ real estate for my purposes, and assumed the academy building, 
I immediately employed t wo assistant teach erg to aid me in 
carrying on my ^tablishnie&f. l^he fii st stepto tKe organizar 
tion of my institution, in conformity with the plan developed be^ 
fore the legblature, and approved by the report of the committee 
was, to put in complete operation, an elementary school, where 
complete and thorough education sftcmld^Fe practhrcfdr "This 
was a step antecedent and preliminary in its nature, to inviting^ 
candidates for scl^ol teacberff. And it was so stated in the re- 
port of the committee of the Legislature. To this preliminary 
step, 1 gave my first and uncfivided attention. Besides the two 
^ assistant teachers, which lemployed at an expense considerably 
^exceeding a thousand dollars a year, I forthwith purchased acon- 
^ siderabSe apparatus, such as I thought appropriate and necessary 
to my purposes. And before six months, I had increased it to a 
cost of more than ||500,00. Ten thousand dollars invested in real 
estate for the purpose ! — the immediate employment in the ele- 
mentary school of three practical and efficient teachers !^— and five 
hundred dollars worth of apparatus within six months !-— all, the 

* Mr Kin||[sbury was the preceptor in the Academy buildings when I 
took possession of it. His employ men t, as an usher or assistant, was 
another of the conditions stij>ulated for on the part of the proprietors. 8o 
that with the other conditions of the possession of the building, I acquired 
the positive and fatal evil of being compelled to employ a dissatisfied and 
obstinate assisUnt^ who was diaposed to thwart all my plans and purposes 
under my own eyes. 
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•4bTt9 of a humble indmdual|— -one would think wis giving 
pretty good and strong evidence of aincerity and earoeBtnem 
in the project at least, if it did not go bejond and proV9 the 
rashness and folly of the projector. 

And what were my patrons in Lancaster doing mean time to 
attest their sincerity ao 
ment ? — ^To aid and i 
which I had so unequii 
pittance only of the si 
withheld. And if the 
ped here I should have 
of my patrons had bee 
the first quarter. Aln 
ly on to see how the tl 
generally withheld the 
ably conunitted by my 
ious to justify themseh 
doing what they prefer 
^alous patrons of Lai 
various causes, becom 
diptive opposers. I 
excitement ! — ;What c< 
petition, yet undecided 
appropriated a million 
discretion, I could nc 
ti^achers in Lancaster 
the expedient of first i 
them to let me alone ! 
Qould not put out the h 
nny $10,000 worth of 1 
do.. I endeavoured to 
Hjxi prudence, — 'that p 
1^ commended. I sto< 
aut- Tou helped to | 
yvhere laid its last sur\ 
h^^ye foupd it to aid in 

Having struggjed t 
posed at every point, i 
i[ny motives perverted 
thje cars of the comm 
influence of my fatro 
dispossessed of the bui 
operation an elemental 
tablishing an instituti< 
as thev were, on whic 
been faithfully perforn 
baf shown, or qan sho 
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ry steps leading to it constitated the outrage upon decency and 
my rights, which so disgusted you, that you resigned your seal 
at a board of trustees, who could be guilty of such conduct. 
This board of trustees, a muority of whom were of my LancOs^ 
ter foJtronSy had been formed during the year upon the strength 
of an old petition, which had been fying upon the fifes of the 
Legislature some time, and whose original purpose was obyfat- 
ed by surrendering the building which the corporation were to* 
take care of, to me. This corporation, thus formed, proceeded 
with all directness and practicable despatch to the real object to 
which they had been created ; viz. to dispossesa me of the 
Academy builcRng. The corporation, acting by and through 
my most violent patrons, after various proclamations, summonses 
to surrender,, and such other means* as a majority of such a 
corporatioa would be Vkebf to adopt, literally crept if they did 
not secretly force their way into the window of the academy 
building whiTe I was absent in vacation, and turned my property, 
books, and apparatus into the street. I should have vindicated 
my violated rights in this instance, ifthe possession of the acad- 
emy building on such condition as my patrons attached' to it, 
had been an object worth the trouble. In all these procee^gn, 
the Messrs. Carters, (whose injured rights you state in your 
note, to be, that with $94.00, a small piece of land, — and a note, 
which they never would pay, I haVe not erected a seminanr 
for teachers,.) were partakers and advisers. The academy buila- 
inff, having stood in the possession of this valiant corporation 
bolted and barred one year to keep me out of it, the reaf pro* 
prietors of the property and the people of the town being mean* 
time deprived of the benefit of any schooT, was unbarred. A 
feeble effort made to open and continue a humbfe school after- , 
wards closed the labors and important trust of this corporation. 
Having accomplished the great object for which it was created ; 
viz. having dispossessed me of the building ; the corpora- 
tion was dissolved ; and its elements returned to the walks of 
private life. The building having stood a long time empty wais 
perceived to be useless, and was sold for the benefit of the origi- 
nal proprietors, and thus became private property. This I sup- 
pose is the end of the "Academy Concern.'* 

TThese few remarks m connexton with the statement invour 
note will I think enable you and the public to understand the 
nature and extent of my obligations to my pairons qf Lancaster t 
I beg you in particular, for tSl these facts are very well know 
to you, and you once took the same view of them which I now 
take, to dwell a little upon this subject ; and consider how 
reasonable a ground otexctiemeni among the principal actors m 
the scenes described, it afibrds against me, five years after- 
wards ! And when you have contemplated that view of th« 
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vqlgect €0 ^our BiUisfactioa, I should like to have tou glance tjt 
tlie propriety — ^I do not say decency^ honor, or nonesty-r-but 
die propriety ; I should like to have you glance at the propriety 
of making such a statement as is contained in your published 
DotCy *^ to gratify the hreihreny'^ and '^ enable them to form ajudg' 
men^' upon a question you had forced them to decide three 
months nefore ! ! 

Apart from the sum paid by our jfriend) whose views I have 
before given, I have received of substantial, unequivocal, en- 
coutragement in cash from all others in Lancaster about $100. 
The whole evidence of any real design to encourage the enter- 
prise, whether monej^ land or ai^y Uiing else, would not pay 
one half the loss on personal property I sustained by the op- 
position of my Lancaster patrons andihe consequent defeat of 
the enterprise. And to add, if it is possible to add, to the ab- 
surdity of the attitude you assume, the opposition and defeat 
are chiefly the work o£ those same persons who profess to be 
excited agmnst me for not doing more to benefit theni and their 
estates in Lancaster. There are many aggravating particulars 
ia the details of the history of my Lancaster piUronage, to which 
I shall not now allude. I have however ample and authentic 
means, and I could allude to them with effect. And iftfou will 
call for a complete development of the circumstances, or more 
fully justify me by any act of youn in going particularly into 
them before the public, it shah be done promptly and thorough* 

By whatever means the defeat of &e enterprise has been ef- 
fected ; the fact is obvious and certain. The fkilure, — I hope 
but a temporary failure,— of a project of high and important 
bearing upon the public welfare, to which I have devoted sev- 
eral years of the best part of my life, is certainly as great a 
disaippointment and as mortifying to me as it can be to any bodvy 
And the loss, — irretrievable loss, — sustained by me persoaalj^ 
is more, twenty times told, than to all other persons together. 
If all the particulars and facts 6f the " Academy Concern" 
could be fully known, I should be the last person in the world 
against whom an exciteraeut colild be raised an account of them<^ 
in any mind not absolutely purblind and bewildered by pas- 
sion and prejudice. Without enlarging more Upon the topic, 
here, I have said enough, I ttust, to satisfy ^Very body else^ 
if it does not satisfy you, that your statemenft about it in your 
first note is partial and garbled. Ot to use fkvorite phrases of 
your own, I think, I hay e proved and ahown^ conclumvely, thai' 
your irtatement is ^ highlu toloredy andealcuUUed to give a vnvng 
impreision of the course mat has been pursued. 

In passing to your second note, which relates to the ^^ Read- 
ing -Room Concern," I remark that I hftve in another part of 
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tiKf mttBf MuA^ t6 fli6 tfiAject, btit tnAy M tkt iti \6 AtfW 
ft^nr coteiiiporary opinion upon my course/vrith all th^ Acts and 
circumstances of the case befbre you. To avoid repetition, I 
tkfhr to yott that brief allusion ;* and shall now proceed to ex- 
amiide the extrinsic character of your statement in regard to th^ 
subject contained in your second note. To give your state- 
ment greater weight in the community, you profess in yot^ 
prefkce above quoted to deriv6 your facts from " autheMic re- 
cords and sources.^* With such good means of information be- 
fbr^ you, by your 6wn adbussion on a question deeply affecting 
my charactei', and designed deeply to affect it, if the fiicts in 
your Matement are jiot true, oi- if they are not the whole which 
were equally well known to you, from the same ** anthenti(^ 
records and sources^' and material to the issue ; then you are 
either culpably careless, or wilfully perverse and wicked. In 
either case it Will show that your statements of facts are not at 
alf to be relied upon, on questions where you hture a decided 
interest. 

1 1 ic recordd tmd )»ourced of informa- 

tion, 1 I have precisely, the same upon 

ever d you had or profess to have had: 

In c omion sources of information, I pro- 

pose )ment ; printed and published also 

with ame for its truth and correctnesa. 

The ment. Which I propose to compare 

with the authentic records, is thus expressed by you« 

" la 1821 «n AssocUtion w^ft formed, which aiuapied tho name of th« 
'Lancaster Readin|r.ltoom.' The original propridors, of which number wai 
Dea. JtnUet O. Carter ^ obliged themselves to pay each $5,00 per yeaty and ten 
cetits t>er day for each voUiifte, vken it had been kept from tito JLibfvy 
more than ten dayi,*** Each proprietor had the ^vUeg0 of introduein^ « 
periodical tDork^for nohuh he was to he oHmoed m die annual asmssfnenU. 
I>ea- Carter furnished the ^dinburch Review, and in the accountof the as- 
86cia^on is credited fbr all his yolaiiies $12.50." 

The firat sentence in this extract from your note is true though 
rather unimportant. The next sentence, though it involves a 
very nice and critical point b the controversy between me nxi4 
some of the proprietors ia false, decidedly and unequivocally 
false and untrue. In this assertion, which I think you will be 
able easily to understand, I have not reckoned without my hopt. 
To sustain my position I subjoin an exact and entire copy of th^ 
original agreement or compact, of which you as well as I were 
i party, in 1821, 

^ We the KibaerSyeta, agrea to tak€ »nd pt^yfor ike foUowinf pmhI&Baivmt 
and newspapers written against our names, and also agree to w foUowingf 
conditions relating thereto ; vii ; iThe Reviews ailer tfaiej are received 
«In!l Ve deposited m the Reading-Room tiiree dayi, then each sabecnber 

• See page 26. 
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tlMa «obtd0^<HilMiia Um IUkir for Uw m» of ♦tha>«ntiif^mt mUUt 
th« MMM r«^ictL9Q0. N«««puM« fbtU MiaaiB in Uk Rooqi mntil th^ 
eyeninf of the da^ on which they lure received ; then may be taken out 
the same ae Keviews excepting that they shall not be kept ont by any^ 
mAseriber more than one day. All Reriews and Newtpttpatt shall mMt 
b«depMiladinth»R«adin^lBU>€M,tiMratonmttBsaiMf>4i#i*« smkmHL 
trs cofilmtis 4&0tr mfrndersA^' * 

Tile ibUoiruiff pMsons 8i|pi*d tki ftbov* i^Mmtnt and wrot* tlieir j>ub- 
lieations a^raiDst Iheir names ; 

Natbanul TsATJini . » . Cbristias Discipl*. 

- - - Uhitariah MlseBLLAVt. 

Asa PlCK'And, MeRTM AHsiucAir Rsyfcw. 

y ATBANMI. PW 1 mmt>Jf floXlHAV't PsniOBMAL WtaUU 

Javks G4 OARTnn, ^ ^ • Epiibdrqh Bxyi^w* 

JOSBFH WlLtARD, , • LoKDOF QuARTBRLT RbviBW. 

Solon Whiting, - - . . ATHX9Kvtt. 

PoiORAND AND PlAIT, NtW M^WnHY MAOAStVS. 

- - * - * - LiTBBAmT JovniTALs. 

JAUXf MUMh Q17ARTKBC.T AbYIBV. 

Tlinr in the entire origioalikittipaot eiecoted conplel*. TIm 
eommittee, wfaa^eir up the repoH, wfaieh p t ^ fe wed to bii •# 
tkorotigh ttid minute, prepaid aAorf !• «elHiigtlie library at auc^ 
tioDy say is that repeat: 

" It appears that in addition to ihe f nbscribers upon the aboye plan. 
otSier persenfl were admitted to the same priyileges by payin|r a sum nel 
lea* (Attn $4 aanaaliy, Sorter to«M«toatuiMl fir th* pnrahiM •intm 
hoeks/* 

' These are the orimiid and autfaetitie soutces of informftiM 
upon the subject, r^one can be more orif inal ^r more wtt* 
thentic. I itoppose rou bad these before you, when you wrote 
your statement for ptiblication. I cannot think you would ten« 
ture upon such a statement fbr publication without the papevi 
before you. If you did, you certainly knew the papers were itt 
existence and accessible to you ; fbr one of them bears your 
siguature, and the other was read aloud at a meeting at which 
you had recently presided. You couM not, therefbre, hicvrittg 
these auAentic records and sources of information were in tat* 
istence, helieve that anyotfaer records and sioiferces were authen* 
tic, if they contained any thing essentially dlffierent. And now 
I ask your attention to the discrepancy between your sCat^ement 
and the truth, upon a critfcal, materid, and important point m 
the controven^. Tour statement, <}uoted abore, says ; " tk$ 
original proprietors ohligtd themsehes to pay each $5.00 pit 
year^ The original compact, which bears both your signa* 
Cure and mine, says ; ^' Tri^, ^t subscribers tt^ee to tftke and 
pay for thefollomng ptAtitaiions and newspapers^^^ and certain 
other conditions having been perfbrmed *< to kit them remain ^ 
tn the reading rodm ** so fong as snbstrihers eottHnf^ their metih 
btrskip.^* Now adnrittitig that Ihe nominal price ef e^ery 
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*^ pmUiealkm and newmper" happaaed to be juft #5.00 par 
annum, which waa not the iact, ia it the aame thing to subacnbe 
five dollars and be credited with the publication as you state the 
facty and to subscribe for the publication, and deposit it in th^ 
reading room unik ike ri^hi to re$u$u U whenever you chose, 
as the original compact itself states it ? But the price of the 
publications yaried. Tou, for example put in two publications, 
the Chrirtian Disciple, whose j^ice was fd.OO and the Uni- 
tarian Miscellany, whose price, if I recollect rightly was $1.00. 
Another gentleman put in SiUiman's Journal, whose price I 
believe was $6.00. ioid two other gentleman in ciMnpany put 
in the New Monthly Magazine whose price was also $6.00. 
Was this subscribing $5.00 a piece in ca^ ? V^^h so far as I 
can understand, yiou have uritien andjmhKsked a Falsshood ! 
dle€ofy affeeimg my ckaracier. 

it was never understood to be subscribing $5.00 per year, 
because other persons were immediately admitted to the same 
privileges as to taking out books lor $4.00 per year, in coand- 
eration of having no right to re mm t thew wumey againy as 
we^could and some did resuane our books. Now it is necessar 
ry to resort to your statement or something tantamount in or- 
dier to destroy the identity of my property in the Edinburgh 
Reviews, and cut ofi* my right to resume them at my pleasure, 
according to our original agreement ; or else it will appear, 
upon an investigation of thu business, that so fkt from my 
kaving plundered any books from this Library, my private 
property in books, to the amount of $12.50, according to your 
statement, has been sold at auction, and the proceeds with«* 
held from me without my consent and against my emphatic 
and decided protestations, in your presence !! But I cannot 
conceive if your personal desire being so great to justify my 
opponents in this matter, and now to put me in ike wrongs as 
to make you think and say that depositing certain or any pub- 
lications, or newspapers which may vary in price from three dol- 
lars, to six dollars a year, with the right to resume them at plea- 
sure, is subscribing just five dollars a yegr to be paid in cash 
or books with no right to resume them at aU. I cannot of- 
fer you any sincere congratulations on the new lights you have 
dfe»covered, which have led you to abandon the ground you 
occupied, when you 'told people, with all the facts before you, 
thx^ I kad pvi my enemies completely in ^ unrong inikiemat^ 
fer." 

After convicting you with evidence bearing your own signer 
ture of one such error, mistake, mistatement, or frJsehood, 
whichever it may be, with the authentic records and sources of 
uiforroation professedly before you, and after having shown the 
oriiioal and important bearing of the siiid error, mistake, mis* 
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. statement, or fabefaood upon ^ iftrae of tlie eontrerersyy I 
t}nok the pablic would exeuee me, if I shookl decline exaniin«- 
ing very particolarfy yonr Account current between me and the 
Heiading-Room, which you have published ibr their edification. 
If jTon were of my own age, rank, and dignity, I should feel at 
liberty to consult my ease and inclination by passing . over the 
dther parts of your statement in silence. But the difierence 
between us in all these respects is so grei^, that I feel oompeD- 
ed to go a little fbrther in the examination. 

You say, speaking of me ; ^^ He took firom the Library and 
kept in possession for more than eighteen months a large num* 
ber of valuable books." It is true, I took several volumes from 
the library and kept them some tune, whether it was eiffhteen 
months or not I do not know, nor is it at all material. Whether 
that is a crime or a cause for an excitement, and blaze so un- 
controllable as to put you and the church in array against me, 
and to sweep me firom the office of deacon, would depend I sup- 
pose somewhat upon the terms of our associmiionj our bye lam 
and wage$. I have a much larger number of more valuable 
liooks, which I have kept in my possession more than twice eigh- 
teen months ; and yet I suppose this latter fact is as good cause 
of excitement and Uase among my neighbors, and would be as 
important fbr the public to know as the one vou state in such 
ferm for the '^ in^armaiim emd gr0iyicaium tfthe breihren.^^ 

I proceed widi your statement : '^ He was present at the 
meeting of the Association, when a resolutioa was passed to sell 
the Library and was present also at the vendue of the books. 
Of the books taken, and eonsidered irregularly kept, he retains 
to this day, tea volumes of the ^ Massa&usetts Historical Col- 
lections ' ! " 

These important facts are true. I sdiall deem it important, 
hereafter, in quoting from you, to tell before offering any re- 
marks upon the quotation, whether your facts are true or not. 
But of what consequence is it to *^ the brethren " or the pubKe 
to know, that I was present when the resolution passed to sett 
the library. None at aH. That fact is out of place. It be- 
long to the trial of the question as to my right of property in 
the Edinburgh Reviews, 1 deposited with the right to resume 
them. If I was present when the resolution pawed to sell the 
library, and also at the traction, that circumstance it is hoped^ 
would operate as a waiver of my right. But you forgot to state 
the other important fact, that being present, i protested againat 
any such step as selling my part of the library at nation. And 
a few days after, when I called your attentk>n to the Aict, at the 
examination of the €^rge Hill scho<4 you assured me you re- 
membered it, and should remember it. ¥ou^ are rather preoia* 
ttire in Argu^ this ^estion of property. The evidettoe m'tiM 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



104 

iaad. When I kave wb^A 4be qiW i o ft to asi^rt my rifstitii 
•lid jrou haT«» giv«a in y«ur •rideiioe^aod b#«a cnMW-exafl(4iK»d, 
I have no ohg^ioii to yotir Mng «iiiplc^«4 to iurg«e it Ton 
■nj, ^ of the books takes, and «onaMere4 trr^ftilarfy i^p/, he 
fdaaa to Ab day tea, retwraite eC XMsaehvMtte Histencei 
Oelleetbne." I am happ^ (oeee jour advert io the right pla^ee, 
if kihaa any tifht plaoe m yomi aeotonGe* The ^^erxme" of 
which ( was publidy aoeiiaedy and whipb threw you, and the 
ahnreh and town into such, a sudden hleiB^ related to the 
iahmgnt the bo<dui rather th«m to the le^MH^i^theoL Now, it 
aeeam, the boofca> are oaty ^^ 4immd^red^^ ta be ^ irrtgularbf ?^ 
f^dhrpi,^' That ia qaita a fiUlina ' off froa» the ofifioid crima! 

I ikall nolioe bat one mora ftat in j^ar statement^ and thai 
lalates t» finea. It ia the laet aentencva in yonr i&ote and standi 

dMSt 

<< If fines had been ezseted c»f blm t^tmMy td th« oi%inil Y«|talatiMI% 
and ea' other pro^irieton here |nm|, it mnM hmra wMtd to hie deM neuly 

That wdofd be a eoasiderable autate be tare, bot I auppoeav 
if I bad regularly fbrfeit^ it and wm bound ia law or honor to 
par it, k could hare been paidj and ofertaMy w^akl bat9 beea 
paid rather than throw this liHlecofllMMmlty into auofa ageaaral^ 
nncontronable and dtmdH anprecedented exekement. Bat apo* 
this point, r beg to ofibr for yont* comMeraHea a paragrkph 
from the report of the eommilMe, irho vntaetigated ao thmoai^ 
ly the history of the estabHiriinieiit, and demised tha means ef 
payitiig the <tebta of the proprietors^ b|f Mliittg tfaa wIm^ pr6p<^ 
ty ror less than one seventh oTits eost. 

<' On the subject of fines, the committee have not undertaken to act ih. 
their adjustment of aceotints. It has been customary to escact fines for 
iUlures t» eomf»ttn to cefrtaSn Tegal«ili«as<^ lo time of retainmg bwtkd, 
M$t iubmtibtr* kave p«d ineh §mmi and « mewdnfibU ^mnisnow due 
«fa» the ia«e prMff^f^ Thaifi m^tl^i ,i^ left for the consideration of tli^ 
^rciprietora.'* 

The farmeaainf^of the last santea«Q of your note quoted 
abate ip that I hare been ekwia ia withbc^ding £pes,f-T-thAt aV 
aAers haTopatd thata Else why aoi I aii^M out and held up 
to paUio dMervatioik? In that saBSO'it if not true ^ apd I ofl)|r 
tiia abereqaetattoB &om Una reporjl^y which you beard read^ 
when k was adoptedy to ^ew that y^n . lm»yf k was not tiuia 
Iraa* I hsfe paid fines asrweUaafi^nK . I alway^a paid fines^ 
lill I detenaiaed.Dot to pey mora moaey, whatber aub^eriptiqos 
at flaes, anless I waa attomi^.to know sometbiagof themannor 
iaiwhieh the moDeysikf the pvopriflDva^bad baein and were to !># 
aapeaded. For the l^t year av twa the whole mattes wm§ wpr 
Aaclad'bf Aa.pBOfaietofSi||NMin)ly. wilh i9 MM^ i:fffMr4 P9 syar 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



105 

tern thaA this senrtunzing eommittae, ia pursuk of roeaiw to fay 
the debts, did not think it worth while to say any thing about 
fines incurred by any one. They referred the matter to the 
proprietors, and the proprietors allowed the whole subject of 
fines to rest uninvestigated. These being the facts as shown 
above by *^ authentic records and sources/' I cannot but ad- 
mire your ingenuity, candor, and magnanimity in writing, 
printing and publishing such a sentence as the one quoted above 
with the authority of your name. I am much mistaken if such 
means, resorted to by you as Pastor of our church to justify your 
course towards me, do not in the end prove anything but " a 
gratification to ike hreihrm,^^ 

I shall not take time or space to offer a single remark upon 
your mode of keeping, casting, and presenting to the public my 
account current with the reading room. There are some things 
yerj curious to behold in it ; but I cannot persuade myself to 
dwell longer upon these small matterty even with so flhistrioM 
an examf^ as yourself. I have however a few words to say 
upon the occasion of this controversy about the property of the 
Reading-Room. 

The association was formed, as appears above, in ld21, upon 
the prtneiples stated in the original compact. The Library con- 
tinued upon this footing precisely till the autumn of 1825, 
when those proprietors, who happened to be in town, at the 
time, agreed to change the basis of the compact so as to pay 
$5fi0 in money instead of subscribing for certain publications, 
as had been the case up to that time. Moflt of the proprietors 
iwfao had not already taken their books, formally and by their sig- 
nature relinquished their right, secured to them by the original 
eompact, to resume their publications upon ceasing to be mem- 
Isers of the association. I was absent from town about two years, 
including the year 1825, when this new arrangement took place, 
and never became a party to it. On my return to Lancaster 
in the spring of 1827, 1 became a party to the new association, 
-so far as to agree to pay five dollars a year, but did not relin- 
quish my right to resume the property I had before deposited, viz; 
the Edinburgh Review for two and a half years according to the 
original compact. At the close of the first year of my new mem- 
bership I paid my subscription of ^5,00, and all the fines I had 
incurred in ike tnne, 

.All the books to be purchased were selected by one individu- 
al, though he had never been entrusted with the responsibility by 
any act or vote of the proprietors, and all the moneys were paid 
to him. A large debt of I believe more than |S200,00 stood at the 
bookstore against the proprietors unliquidated, and no more 
than one man appeared to know how it happened, or where the 
means were that should have paid it. No account of the debts, 
property, and dues had been rendered to the proprietors from the 
14 
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foundation of the Reading-Room^ and it had now been in exist- 
ence seven years. I was not alone in desiring a different state 
of things in regard to this now valuable Library. By consider- 
able effort a meeting of a large number of proprietors was held 
in the winter of 1829-30, and a committee was chosen to look 
into the accounts of the concern and report. No official or sat- 
isfactory information could be obtained, however, and the at- 
tempt to investigate the condition of the finances proved entirely 
abortive. One individual, with such advice as he chose to take, 
still made all the selections of books and periodicals for the 
library. I believe, and I was not alone in the belief, that there 
was a studied design on the part of a very small number to con- 
tinue to manage the whole concern, finances, books, and all, 
without giving account of their doings or holding themselves re- ' 
sponsible to the other proprietors. Ak one of the original proprie- 
tors and first movers in the enterprise of establishing such a 
library, I was decidedly dissatisfied with such a state of things^ 
You of course will not think me unreasonable, for I believe you 
endeavoured to bring about a different state of things. 

It was at this time, and under such circumstances, that I formed 
and publicly avowed the determination to pay no more money 
into the concern, till I could know what became of it, and whe- 
ther the whole library was liable to be sold at any time to pay 
debts outstanding, when there were funds somewhere to liqui- 
date all debts. As several other proprietors took the same 
ground for the same reasons, it seemed to me that the accumu- 
lated debts against us would necessarily by and by bring out a 
development of the accounts. You will probably agree with me 
in thinking that by this time the difficulty had become somewhat 
personal. Various circumstances had reconciled a majority of 
the proprietors to the then present state of things, and being of 
my old {Matrons in the " academy concern," they were rather 
unwilling to develope the reading-room affairs upon compulsion, 
—-and especially upon such compulsion! But I remained firm 
to my purpose, always refusing to pay, but avowing my readi- 
ness so to do on a development of the accounts. 

There began to be an excitement ! I do not think it was a 
blaze ! ! But it was so much of an excitement, that you thought 
it worth while for me to appease it by conceding all I had been 
contending for. Hence your advice, at the examination of the 
Alms house school, to return the books, I happened to have 
out of the library, when it was closed and locked up, as I have 
described in a former part of my letter. The volumes in my 
possession were taken out of the library acc^ording to the rules 
and recorded by me against my name in the proper books kept 
for that purpose. I mentioned in a former part of my letter, 
that it was a part of your advice, at the Alms house school, to 
have me state to the committee, who had been appointed to col- 
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lect and keep in custody the books, my reasons and purposes 
tn withholding those happening to be in my possession. I 
mentioned also that I adopted this part of your advice, and ad- 
dressed a note to the committee accordingly. The following is 
a copy of that note, which, though it was prepared with no 
expectation it would ever appear in print, I subjoin, to show how 
well my motives and purposes must have been understood by 
all. 

" Mr. R. K. L ♦ » », committee of L. R. R. Sir ; Lest my motivea 
should be misunderstood, 1 herewith send to your care all the volumes of 
Silliman's Journal, which have recently been in my possession, together 
with the 24 volume 3d series of Mass. His. Coll. and Hoyt's Antiquarian 
Researches. I have retained these books as well as those, which I now 
huve, (viz; 10 vols Mass. Hist. Coll. 2d series^ in the exercise of what I 
deem my perfect and unquestionable right. I hold the opinion that I have 
the same right to lay an embargo upon the books, which happen to be in 
my possession, as other subscribers have to lock up what happen to be in 
theirs, 1 should deeply regret that retaining the books should have had 
any tendency to retard a full report upon the condition of the library and 
its concerns : for no object could be more desirable to the subscribers. 

'^ Lest my motives should not be understood upon another topic con- 
aeoted with the Reading Room, I beg simply to state, th«it 1 have*withheld 
tny subscriptions, solely because I was desirous of having its affairs laid 
before the subscribers; and in view of the history of former proceedings, I 
knew of no way to accomplish the object but to wait till the debts of the 
ts(»ncern should quicken the sensibilities of those interested and hasten the 
development of affairs so long <iesired. I was most unwilling and 1 am 
determined not to pay my sub^riptions till 1 am permitted to know some- 
thing of the manner in which the concerns ot the Reading-Room have been 
conducted and are to be conducted for the future. 

" If a full and satisfactory report of the concerns of the establishment 
be made I shall most cheerfully and promptly pay my regular subscriptions 
up to this time. If such report be not made, I wish it to be understood, 
that I shall claim, and do hereby claim, my full share of the property of the 
Reading Room according to what I have paid. 1 have supposed, and do 
now suppose, that all the volumes I have recently had in my possession 
would be much let>s than a pro rata allowance for my subscriptions, but to 
take aiway all fear that I have the least intention to wrong the concern , I 
have returned the volumes mentioned in this note. 

Very respectfully yours, 
Lancaster, 18th Aug. 1831 . J. G. CARTta." 

I had stated these same views to you privately, and you heard 
this note read at the meeting of those proprietors who voted to 
sell the library at auction ; for you were in the phair.. And 
you heard me offer after the report had been read to conform 
to the principles above laid down, provided what was personal 
and invidious in the report should be striken out, before its 
adoption. You heard me protest against selling the library or 
my property in it, and declare I should claim my share accord- 
ing to what I had paid in books. But a resolution was passed 
by a majority of those present to sell the whole library, which 
had been collected at a cost of between $800,00, and 900,00, 
at auction, for the professed object of paying the debts. The bal- 
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aoce of claims against the library at this timey after deducting 
all that the comiDittee chose for their own purposes to call bad 
debts due from individuals ; including something more' than 
^I5f00 due from me, which they knew I should pay when a re* 
port was made, did not exceed ^5,00, And to liquidate this debt 
it was proposed to sell a valuable collection of periodical and 
other publications at auction in a country village for what they 
would bring. The books were sold, and according to your 
calculation of what would be my dividend, brought less than 
one seventh of their cost ! This was certainly an extraordinary 
operation and appears to be such as men seldom make with 
their property. But it is susceptible of explanation, which will 
show after all, at least, the usual care to self-interest. Many 
of the proprietors in the property held in common, with no very 
distinct articles of agreement, were now out of town, some were 
at a great distance, and some never wotild return. It would 
certainly be a good operation, if private interest alone were 
regarded, if all these non-residents and some residents could 
be dispossessed of their rights in the library, and yet the whole 
or every thing valuable in it be saved to a small combination of 
proprietors on the spot. I cannot say this was the true and real 
object of the sale under such circumstances, but I can say I 
never could discover any other adequate motive, and that I 
suspected this Was the real object at the time. Moreover, the 
result of the operation has turned out as I anticipated. The 
principal standard reviews and other works were bought in by 
persons, who have since united in bringing their books together 
to form a new library, which they profess to own to the exclu- 
sion of all, who had a right or property in the former library, in 
which are found the same identical books. If the former and 
non-resident proprietors choose to call within a year for a divi- 
dend of 15 per cent on what they have paid, I presume they 
can receive it. But at the expiration of a year all funds re- 
maining in the hands of the committee unclaimed, are by the vote 
of a majority of those proprietors who were present, to be paid 
over to the Lancaster Lyceum, a kindred institution to the New 
Library. This is the catastrophe of the Reading-Room ! 

I have not heard that this outrage upon individual rights, 
under the color of a vote of a small part of the owners of the 
late library, has caused any excitement in Lancaster. My re- 
sistance to the proceedings above described has, however, pro- 
duced both an excitement, ^^ almost unprecedented," and a 
blase, into which you seem very unnecessarily to have rushed in 
your great alarm and trepidation, drawing your church after 
you. This whole business of the Reading Koom is utterly in- 
significant, and void of any interest or importance to the public. 
But the consequences flowing directly from circumstances 
hi themselves so trivial^ are deeply momentous to me, if not to 
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yoa. '^^ Behold! how great a matter a little fire kindleth,^' had 
never a more apposite pertinency than to this case. I believe 
my remarks in connexion with your statement will enable our 
brethren of the church, as well as the public, to understand the 
case without more explanation. If, however, you find in my 
f«emarks upon the topic anything ^^ highly colored or calculated 
to give a wrong impression of the course that has been 
pursued," and will state what it is, or wherein I shall be liable 
to mislead any one, I will give you further and more minute 
explanation. But as you brought the subject before the public 
by your statement in your second note, and as my remarks 
above are addressed to you, I beg you to %inderstand that I 
shall hold myself ready to explain only to you. 

Having offered what remai4cs I think necessary, to render 

perfectly intelligible your proceedings as well as those of the 

church, against me, antecedent to and including your published 

Records, Files, and Notes, I proceed now to an examination 

of the subsequent transactions in the church relating to me down 

to the present time. Neither your course nor the consequent 

proceedings of the church will be found to vary essentially either 

in spirit, matter, or form from those already passed in review^ 

You will recollect that in my account of the church meeting, al 

ivhich the vote was passed purporting to remove me from office, 

^iven in a former part of this letter, I stated, that immediately 

on the passage of the vote, I rose in my place and protested, 

aigain, against the proceedings, and proposed to the brethren 

* ^ to join me in a mutual council to review the proceedings of 

the church against me." To avoid repetition I must beg you 

to turn back to the previous account of that scene, unless your 

a'ecollections are sufficiently vivid without being thus refreshed. 

Soon afler the publication of your Records, FUes, and Notes, I 

addressed to the church the followm^ letter, renewing, according 

to my intimation my former preposition for a mutual council; aira 

designed also to show the reasons for making the proposition in 

this form for the consideration and action of the church; rather 

than taking their former silence and neglect of my offer as a 

distinct refusal. The church, you will recollect, did not act 

upon or 'notice my first proposition in any way. Why ihey did 

not will appear from my letter. 

<* To th« Church of Christ in Lancaster; 

Christian Brethren; whereas, at a meeting^ of this church July 13, 
1832 it was voted ; " That Deacon James G. Carter be removed from his 
t)ffice as a Deticon of the Church ; " And whereas, I sdid therefore forth- 



with propose to the church to join me in inyitin? a mutual council %o re- 
view Uie proceedings of the church against me : And whereas, the Pastor 
of the church then acting ms moderator, did, in his place, declare that the 
t:hurch was in this matter an indepte^ndent body, — that they had a right to 
«lect their Deacons and they had a ri^ht to depose them,-^that I was de» 
l>riv«d of no church privileges and had no cause of grievance, Whiek 
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tioTiki make it necessary to eall a council ; and whereas the Pastor seemed 
to me to assume the extraordinary preroffative of deciding upon the pro- 
position submitted to the church, no member having spoken or acted upon 
the subject, I did then declare to the church that 1 should at some future 
and convenient time renew in form to the church the proposition which 
1 thought and still think had been so unkindly and irregularly thrust aside 
by the moderator ; — Therefore ; feeling deeply aggrieved by the said pro- 
ceedings against me, and believing that 1 have just cause of grief and for 
an appeal t ) our sister churches, ido now renew to the churcn my former 
proposition for a mutual council. 

Very respectfully, your Christian Brother, 

JjlBtKS G. CARtBK. 

Lancaster, Oct. 27, 1833. 

Having detained the church after public worship, October 
SSth, you informed them that you had received a communication 
*^ from our brother James G. Carter, which you would read. " 
You said before reading it, however, that *^ you regretted being 
obliged to call the attention of the brethren to a communication 
from me, for you thought ^^ the church had received communica- 
tions enough already from that brother." After reading it you 
remarked for the information of the brethren that " you were not 
surprized either at its spirit or its contents, you should not be 
surprized at anything coming from that brother." This, I pre- 
sume, was to prepare the church for deliberation and an impartial 
•decision. *^As to a mutual council" you continued, "my 
views of its expediency have been made known to you; " (viz: 
when the proposition was first made three months before,) 
'^ and I remain of the same opinion." " But as important con- 
sequences may grow out of this request for a mutual council it 
may be well to give the subject consideration. Nothing will 
be gained by acting with haste; and I suggest whether it might 
not be well to refer the subject to a committee to be joined toith or 
to he associated toith the Pantor^ and report at some future rime." 
Whereupon, the hint being sufficiently distinct to be under- 
stood, a motion was immediately made and seconded to choose 
a committee for the purpose. As you were putting the ques- 
tion I rose to speak, but you finished putting it and .declared it 
a vote, then turning to me you said we will hear you. I said V 
rose before the vote was declared, but as it had been declared, 
I was not in order and should not speak. You said again we 
will hear you. I replied 1 could not speak upon a question 
that had been already decided. You said then we will con- 
sider the vote reconsidered. It is no part of my purpose to 
inquire into the right or propriety of a moderator's undertaking 
to declare a vote reconsidered, without any consultation or action 
of the church, who had just voted. But as the vote was de- 
clared to be reconsidered, 1 observed, that I had not the least 
objection to the church's taking all the time that could be ne- 
cessary for them to decide upon their course, but I should like 
to have their decision as soon as was convenient to them. And 
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it seemed a little remarkable that so much deliberation should 
be necessary on a question, which had been submitted to them 
more than three months, when they had proceeded to act upon 
questions of at least equal magnitude in earlier stages of the 
proceedings against me, without any deliberation at all. I 
hoped the church would let me know their decision at as early 
a time as was convenient to them You then put the same 
motion as was before passed by the church, and reconsidered 
by yourself, and declared Ht again to be a vote. 

You then called for a nomination, and the ^* Three Deacons" 
were nominated at once, and declared to be chosen. One of 
the deacons immediately excused himself, saying he felt a 
delicacy in acting, as he had hitherto taken no part in the pro- 
ceedings. You endeavored to obviate his excuse and insisted 
upon his being of the committee, he again declined but you 
professed to understand him to yield to your solicitations, and 
the committee to be associated with the Pastor was formed to 
take into consideration my proposition for a mutual council and 
report at a future time. As you were about dismissing the 
Rieeting, I rose and said I should be glad of an answer to my pro- 
position and hoped the church would not adjourn without, at least, 
letting me know when I might expect an answer. Upon your 
informing the church that you should be absent the next two 
sabbaths and should wish to be present when the report was 
nciade, they could of course do no less than to postpone the time 
three weeks^ and the meeting was accordingly thus adjourned. 
In your remarks upon the propriety and convenience to your- 
seu of taking time for deliberation, you said yoti should vnah to 
take advice upon the subject^ as it might be of great moment to 
the church. Though your opinion had been decidedly made 
up upon my right and the expediency of having a mutual coun- 
cil, you would not say your opinion could not be changed. 
You were still open to conviction. ^ 

I am aware that in making your record of the choice and or- 
ganization of the committee to consider and report upon my re- 
quest for a mutual council, you modestly take no notice of your- 
self as forming a part or co-ordinate branch of the committee. 
Though that was in fact the true organization of the committee 
at the time. Tou suggested to the church the expediency of 
choosing a committee to be associated with the Pastor, to con- 
sider the subject and report. The motion to choose a committee 
was immediately made, no objection being stated by the mover, 
who of course understood the object to be the one you stated in 
the suggestion, viz ; ^^ to choose a committee to be associated 
with the Pastor to consider the subject of my request and report 
at a future time." Moreover, you must have considered yourself 
as forming part of the committee at the time, or else, why 
' did you wish so much delay for you to take advice upon the 
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subject, which was referred to a committee, of which you were 
not a member. I claim to have represented, above, the choice 
and organization of the committee with perfect truth m^ fairness 
And I will sustain my account of it, in the face ofyour recerdy if 
you dare call the truth and accuracy of my statement in question. 
But whether you understood the church to adopt your sug- 
gestion in the choice of the committee or not, and however you 
may have chosen for your own purposes to make your record 
of the transaction ; you certainly did perform all the duties not 
only of a member of the committee but of its chairman, except 
aigning their report. You called the committee together. You 
drafted their report. Tou brought the report to the meeting of 
the church when it was to be made. You read the report 
You did not wait for the other members of the committee to 
vindicate the principles of the report, when I to<^ the opportu- 
nity to say that the authorities, therein referred to, were wholly 
inapplicable to the point for which they were quoted. I sub- 
mit to the brethren of the church, who heard you read the report, 
and depend and sustain its principles by a book of authorities, 
under your gown, if you did not act much like a chairman <^ 
the committee. No other member of the committeesaid a word 
about it. Two of the committee I am credibly informed never 
agreed or disagreed to the report, but endeavored by every means 
to be excused from having any thing to do with; it. They would 
not at any rate keep silence if the report went the leng& of ex- 
pressing the opinion that my request for a mutud ooimcil 
should not be complied with. The whole business was ^one 
by yourself, except the report was signed by your aged and 
devoted friend. Deacon Lane, who allowed you in a former 
transaction to understand his motion to request me to *' su^ 
pend the dutieaofmy office,^^ to mean, " resign, myoffice,^^ These 
being the facts and circumstances of the case, 1 trust you will 
not require any apok>gy; I am sure the public will require 
n<me, for my calling the report yours and. treatisff it as yours 
in my subsequent remarks upon its principles. That I may 
treat your report with the utmost fairness I shall insert the 
whole of it in my letter, interspersing such Femar)£s upon its 
character and principles as I may think due to them and the 
cause of truth and christian liberty and right. Whoever, there- 
fore, wishes to read your whole report through consecutively, 
may do so, by passing over my commentaries and remarks.^ 

" The committee, who were instructed by the brethten of the church to 
take into consideration the recjuest of ous brother James G. Carter, that 
we will join with him in inviting a mutual council to review the proceed- 
ings of the church against him, and which ended in his removal from of- 
fice, of which he complains as grievances ask leave respectfully to report : 

Your committe waive any remarks on the spirit and language of 

the letter our brother lias addressed to this church. We simply observe, 
that it was only a verbal application for a nmtual council made by him on 
the impulse of the moment, immediately after the vote of the church wa» 
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passed to remove kim from office. In our opinion it would be highly im- 
proper and unwise for a church undei^ lueh circumitancei to receive any 
other than a written application, specifying the causei of complaint We 
are, therefore, constrained to say that on reviewing the course of the 
Pastor on that occasion, and the opinion expressed by him, we find nothing 
to justify the insinuations contained in the letter communicated to the 
church. 

As to the ^^ spirit and language " of my letter, I am at loss to 
understand the nature or extent of my obligations to you for 
waiving remarks upon them. The letter is given at length 
above, and upon reviewing it, I find nothing, which is not strict- 
l^r true in point of fact, — nothing which it was not incumbent 
upon me to state as a reason for making my application again 
and in another form, — and nothing of impropriety in language; 
unless it is improper to state necessary and essential truth in 
plain and intelligible terms. As to your assertion, that my 
verbal application for a mutual council was made ^^ on the im- 
pulse of the moment " as a reason why it was not entitled to 
consideration or notice, it is not true in point of fact. I had de- 
liberately and carefully weighed and considered every possible 
contingency in the courses the church miff ht take, and amonff 
these contingencies 1 had fully anticipated the course they did 
take. And my proposition was as much a matter 6f deliberate 
jadgment then, as it was when I wrote my letter or ever can be 
kereafler. Besides, if that was the reason it was not entitled to 
sLny notice from the church, it would have been rather natural for 
you to say so at the time; if it was not your strict duty as pre- 
siding officer to inform me that my proposition could be consi- 
dered, because it was informal. So far fi-om this, you forthwith 
went into an argument upon my right to a council and the expe- 
diency of acceding to my wishes. Having made no objection to 
the form of my request at the time, but havinff at once gone into 
the subject and decided it upon its merits, mdependent of its 
form; it seems rather too late, four months afterwards to report 
that the question could not be entertained because it was in- 
formal, and to assign that as the reason why my proposition was 
entitled to no notice from the church. As for ** a specification of 
the causes of complaint" being necessary, to ehtitle my verbal 
proposition to notice, I was as specific then, as I was in my 
letter, and as specific as I could be or can be without excluding 
matter essential to the question. I had in writing and in words 
protested against the whdle proceedings as '^ irregular accord- 
ing to congregational usage, and unsdriptural," and I proposed 
to invite a council to revteto these same proceedingSy and say of 
course whether they were according to congregational usage 
and scripture. I do not see how any thing can be more definite 
or distinct; and I used the same words in jcny letter. My writ- 
ten request, which has drawn out your elaborate report, pre- 
pared with three weeks deliberation and professed consulta- 
15 
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tion, was fust as void for want of specification as my verbal re- 
quest. The same language was used in. both, and the last 
was only a renewal of the first. As to the certificate written 
by yourself and signed by your friend, Deacon Lane, that on 
reviewing pour course and opinions, '^ we find nothing to justify 
the insinuations contained in my letter," I beg you not so to 
pervert language as to talk of insinuations" in this connexion. 
The very directness and explicitness of my language, I suppose, 
is what you ^^ wave remarks " upoft, thus bringing me under 
obligations for charity and forbearance. I wish you would read 
my letter again, and see whether its distinct, plain, and undeni- 
able facts, can, with much propriety, be called '^ unjustified in- 
sinuations; " which are to be met by your own certificate, signed 
by Deacon Lane. I proceed with your report: 

^* Your Committee have examined and weighed the records of the 
church' in relation to this case, which has fVom the beginning been the 
subject of our deepest lamentation. We confidently hope that the pro- 
ceedings will be approved by our fellow christians as marked by kindness, 
deliberation, and candor. It is familiar to all of us, that many of our 
brethren desired mutually to deliberate on the subject under consideration. 

** At the first meeting, the church adjourned for one month, that there might 
be time for collecting information. At the expiration of the month, there 
was a general vote to request our brother to resign his office. The breth- 
ren were disposed to grant him the time to deliberate on the request, which 
he asked, Viz., for one fortniffbt. When this had revolved, affirming that 
be should not comply with £e request to resign hit office, the church, ss 
WE charitably believe, felt themselves reduo^ to the painfU necessity 
of removing him from ofiice.*' 

I think our ^ fellow christians," who have examined and 
Weighed, or may hereafler examine and weigh, your records in 
this case, will not doubt the depth and smcerity of your lamen- 
tation on account of it, whatever opinion they may fi>rm of the 
kindness, deliberation, and candor, which mark the proceed- 
ings recorded. As to the desire of many brethren mutually to 
deliberate, which was so familiarly known, it may be so; but I 
have seen no evidence of it in their proceedings. And I am 
quite sure your diplomatic proposition, made '^ to conciliate and 
gratify some brethren ^' at the first church meeting, did not look 
much as if yon wished mutually to deliberate, whatever might 
be the wishes of many brethren. And now for the evidences 
of kindness, deliberation, and candor adduced in the last para- 
graph above quoted. If it was necessary for the church to ad- 
journ a month " to collect information," what had the church 
been called together for? Would not the information which 
justified the calling of the church, justify the action of the 
church ? Did the church really come together and find it ne- 
cessary to adjourn a month, '^ to collect information" upon the 
subject of their assembling? And what was the information 
collected and created in a month appropriated to the object? 
Why that it was << the desire " of two thirds of the half of the 
church present, ^^ that Deacon James 6. Carter should resign 
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his office." Had even the two thirds of one half the church 
found out they were dissaUaJUd with Deacon Carter ? No. 
For several who voted into existence the " said desire," ex- 
pressed their own personal satisfaction with him. But the step 
was expedient. It was the only way to get out of the difficulty! . 
It might indeed^be expedient^ and the best way to get out of the 
difficulty for you, and perhaps the cliurch, — if it can ever be cx- 
pedient to do evil that good may come. But it was not expe-> 
dient nor the best way to get out of the difficulty /or me. The 
breihren were, indeed, disposed to grant me time to answer their 
request, but their Pastor was not so disposed, and he tried every 
way in his power to oblige me to eive my answer on the spot, 
or at farthest that afternoon. Who is the we, speaking in 
this report, that charitably believes the church felt reduced 
to the necessity of removing me from office? You! you alone; 
or at most, you and Deacon Lane ! for the other deacons had 
taken no part in the business. 

The parts of your report quoted above relate merely to a 
humble individual, and therefore however interesting and im- 
portant they may be to him, one of small moment to the 
churches or ccmimunity compared with what follows, — ^with the 
principle assumed in the following paragraphs. That I may 
present the principle to which I allude, and your authorities and 
fkrguments to sustain and explain it, in the manner most favora- 
ble to you, I shall quote the whole of your report relating to the 
subject at once. 

*< Yoar committee have carefullv enquired whether the church had a 
right to exercise this power. We think we can give the assurance that ii 
is a right plainly inferred from the scriptures^ and justified by the interpret 
tfUion of them, which toe find in the Cambridge Ptatform, the dnly statute 
book generally acknowledged in our churches. The inference we make 
from the regulations of the Great Head of the church, is that he designed 
to leave their application to the discretion of his followers. We find a 
particular delineation of the traits of character which should appear in offi- 
cers of a church » as Elders and Deacons. Examples occur of their being 
chosen and appointed to their office, [1] ^£ the term of their continuance in 
cgice, and the circumstances under which it should be expedient that they 
should retire from office are left shtirelt to thb control op that part 
or ths visiblx body op christ qf which thst arb members. In the 
sixth chapter of th? Acta of the Apostles a special direction is eiven for the 
choice of seven Deacons. The character of such as should be chosen is 
described; their duty pointed out; and the manner of their being clothed 
with official authority. They are then to enter on the service, and left 
at the disposal op the brbtbrbr, who were to be guided in all their 
measures and decisions by the general principles and rules conta^ed ia 
the Gospel. 

{2] '* If any doubt whether the direction contained in the eighteenth 
chapter of Matthew was strictly observed in the treatment of our brother, 
the Committee remind them, that it was a private offence which was con- 
templated by the Saviour. When the case has alreadv obtained publicity 
we are of opinion that the following article in the Platform justifies our 
method of procedure. (Chap. 14, art. 3). We collect the principle on 
which this cnurch has acted from that article. The case is essentially dif- 
ferent We administer 1^0 direct, positive censure, for we could fu>tdo 
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this wUhtmt aniicipatimg the dedrions tftk dviljrihmal. In the article n^ 
ferred to, the higheit poesible eensure is luppoeed. It is thus expressed r 
* If the offence be more public at first and of a more heinous and criminal nO" 
iure, to wit, such as are condemned by the light of nature^ then the church 
loithout such graduad proceeding is to east out the offender from their holy 
communionf/or the further marrying of his sins ana the healing of his soul 
in the dayo/the Lord Jesus. ^ 

[3] ** Your committee farther state the power of the church as repre^ 
■ented in the Platform, and nothing is found in the Scriptures to invali- 
date or destroy it It invests this church with this power towards an Elder 
or Minister [chap. 10. art. 6.] * In case an elder offend incorrigibly, the 
matter so requiring, as the church had power to call him to office, so they 
have power according to order (the council of other churches, where it may^ 
be had directing thereto) to remove him from his office ; and being now but 
a member, in case he add contumacy to his sin, the church, that had 
power to receive him into their fellowship, hath also the same power to 
cast him out, that they have concernin£ any other member.* 

[4] ** We learn also the authority which th6 church has respecting the 
officers of the church collectively, [chap. 8. art. 7.1 * And if the church 
have power to choose their officers and ministers, then in case ofmantfest 
uniDorthiness and delinquency, they have power also to djepose them : for, 
to open and shut, to choose and refuse, to constitute in office and remove 
from office, are acts belonging to the same power. 

[5] <' The principle which is recognized in [chap. 10. art 5.] is also 
worthy of our notice. * The power granted by Christ unto the b6dy of 
the church and brotherhood is a prerogative or privilege which the church 
doth exercise; 1. In choosing their officers, whether Elders or Deacons. 
2. In admission of their own members ; and therefore there is great reason 
they should have power to remove any from their fellowship again.* ** 

I have examined the character of your records of the church 
in mj case sufficiently in other parts of my letter, in what re- 
mains, I shall quote them and refer to them, as if they were 
perfectly true and fair representations of the proceedings of the 
church as they actually took place. The vote purporting to 
remove me from the office of a Deacon of the Congregational 
Church in Lancaster stands upon the records of said Church 
thus: 

"On motion, Voted, That Deacon James G. Carter be removed from hi* 
office as a Deacon of the Church." 

Neither the records nor the files of the church antecedent 
to this vote show any complaints made or dissatisfaction ex- 
pressed against the officer, — no allegations of offence, general 
or specific, proved or even preferred against him. The vote 
stands upon the records, therefore, to tdl intents and purposes 
insulated; effective, if effective at all, by its own inherent 
majesty and power. It has not even a preamble setting forth 
its causes and objects, or in any way explaining the motives, 
which led to its adoption. The power assumed bt this con- 
gregational CHURCQ^ then, is, TO REMOVE FROM OFFICE, AT 
THEIR PLEASURE AND IN THEIR OWN WAY, WITHOUT HIS CONSENT, 
A DEACON, RE6ULARLT CHOSEN, AND INDUCTED, OR ORDAINED TO 
HIS OFFICE, WITHOUT COMPLAINT MADE, ALLEGATION PROVED, 

OR CAUSE ASSIGNED. This is the power, which you assure 
your church and the churches at large, in your report, tt pfcimljf 
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iriferredfrom (he scriptures, and justified by tke interpretation of 
them in the Cambridge Platform,^* The whole argument quoted, 
itbove, from your report, and the authorities therein referred tO) 
as well as the subsecfcient parts of the same report are designed to 
show and prove that this power is inherent in each and every other 
congregational church, independent of control or revision by any 
cuthority, whether civil^ or of the churches assembled in council. 

I propose to examine your argument above quoted, pasragraph 
by paragraph, to see how far you have sustained and justified the 
exercise of this extraordinary power by Scripture and the Cam- 
bridge Platform. The figures prefixed to the several parts of 
my remarks win direct you to the parts t>f your argument above 
quoted, to which they particularly refer. 

What you infer nrom, or profess to find in the scriptures 
relating to the traits of character, which should appear in officers 
of a church, to the manner of choosing them, and ordaining them 
to office, is obviously and wholly irrelevant to the case. The 
church had decided all these questions and performed all these 
duties, according to scripture and congregational usage, in the 
election and ordmation to office. These powers are not ques* 
tioned, and no argument from you is necessary to sustain them. 
The only question at issue relates to the power thus to remove an 
officer thus regularly chosen and ordained. You say (or profess 
plainly to infer from the scriptures) that [1] '^ the term oj their 
continuance in office y and the circumstances under which ft should 
be expedient that they should retire from cffice are left entirely to 
{fke control of that part of the visible body of Christ of 
WHICH thet are members." And a little farther on, you «ay, 
that having entered upon their duties, they are '^ left at the 
DISPOSAL OF THE BRETHREN." This, permit me to say, is Ae very 
question at issue. Whether the officer is left " entirely to the 
control of thai part of the visible body of Christ of which he is a 
member," — whether he is thus " left at the disposal of the breth- 
ren," they being the sole and irresponsible judges whose decisions 
cannot be reviewed upon earth — ^whether "they have been guid- 
ed in their measures and decisions by the general principles and 
rules contained in the Grospel,' *' — it is this inherent power in each 
and every congregational church, and the right to exercise it in 
this particular church, in this particular case, which you under- 
took to prove from the Scriptures and the Ratform^ The fact 
that the term of continuance in office is left undefined by the 
scriptures, is admitted, and it proves the strongest possible 
tenure of office. It shows that the office was to be held during 
good behavior, whatever might be the forms of removing, after 
that essential qualification was lost. Even a council of the 
churches, at the unanimous request of the brethren, could not 
remove from office, till they had shown that the only condi-^ 
tion limiting the term of the office had occurred. 

It is certainly remarkable that a man of your reputation and 
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fltandioff in the churches, should undertake tp establish and 
prove from the script ares, as jou do in the paragraph upon 
which I am commenting, a new and fundamental principle in 
ecclesiastical polity, by merely saying it is plainly inferred 
from them ; without referrinf^ to one single passage or text from 
which the principle is so plainly inferred. I call the principle 
ou undertake to establish new as well as fundamental; for it 
las never to my knowledge, and I have endeavored to inform 
myself upon the^ subject, been inferred or received or acted 
upon by any class of christians, known in the history of the 
Christian Church. 

On the contrary, so far from your principle being plamly in-* 
ferred from the scriptures, I am persuaded it cannot be /inrly 
inferred at all. But principles diametrically opposed to it, and 
altogether inconsistent with it, are not only plainly inferred but 
distinctly taught. For example, contemplate the scene of the 
selection, choice, and consecration of the first seven deacons, 
in the sixth chapter of the Acts. '^ Wherefore, brethren,'' say 
the inspired Apostles, '' look ye out among you seven men of 
honest report,'^ &c. ^^ And the sayinff pleased the whole multi^ 
tude : and they chose Stephen, a man full of faith and of the Holy 
Ghost, and Philip, and Procerus and Nicanor, and Timon, and 
Parmenas, and Nicolas a proseljrto of Antioch ; whom they 
set before the apostles : and when they had prayed, they laid 
their hands on them." Does this deliberate ^Mooking out 
among you," and ^^choosing," and ''setting before the Apostles" 
and the ''solemn consecration by prayer and laying on of 
hands" appear as if the office was of no account and dignity in the 
view of the Apostles and early disciples of Christianity ? Is it 
plainly to be inferred from this scene, that the brethreny who 
had only followed the direction of the inspired Apostles and 
" looked out" and " chosen" the Deacons for the Apostles to 
consecrate and ordain, had, therefore the right to tmordain to 
tfitconsecrate and dismiss or remove them from their office ; 
causa indictdy without assigning any cause either to them or 
those, who had ordained them to their office ? If your princi- 
ple in ecclesiastical polity is correct, then, indeed, those 
primitive brethren with whom Stephen happened to be particu-* 
cularly associated might have run together in a fit of excite- 
ment the week afler the seven deacons had been chosen and 
ordained, and lifted up some of their hands and " voted, that 
Stephen be removed from the office of Deacon, and neither 
Stephen nor the Apostles nor the disciples, who were not pre- 
sent at the removal, could review or appeal from this sudden de- 
cision of the " brethren," who happened to constitute a major- 
ity of that part of the visible body of Christ of which he was a 
member. Stephen was indeed at last removed from his office 
in an excitement, without even the useless form of a vote ; but 
he was removed by '^ certain of the synagogue of the libertines,'' 
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who did not frofisB to remove him upon a principle ^^ plainly 
inferred from tbe scripturea." And yet it seems to me their 
principle might be as plainly inferred from the scriptures, as 
the one which you attempt to establish. Your principle is noi 
plainly infetredf from the scriptures. It^is unnatural, it is ab- 
surd, it is monstrous ! 

The plain inference from the scene quoted from the Acts of 
the apostles above, is, that the office of deacon was one of dig- 
nity, of responsibility, and honor. And that having been regular- 
ly chosen and Consecrated, and having entered upon their du- 
ties, whatever they may have been, they were not left entirely 
to the control of that part of the visible body of Christ of which 
they happened at the time to be members, — not left at the irres- 
ponsible, supreme and final disposal, of the brelhreny without 
apped or review. Wherever the office is mentioned in the New 
Testament it is always in terms implying dignity^ respect and 
responsibility. << They that have used the office of a Deacon 
well purchase to themselves a good degree" [1 Tim. iii. Chap. 
13 verse.] Other officers as well as Pastors or Teachers in 
the primitive and early ages of Christianity were frequently 
called Elders, and they are sometimes called so now. The 
name Elder has but recently in the history of the church been 
appropriated to the Pastor. The following passages, therefore, 
from scripture, are pertinent as showing the character of the 
other class of officers which we now denominate Deacons. 
^^iRebuke not an Elder, but entreat him as a father,'' [1 Tim. 
V. chap. 1 verse], "Let the Elders that rule well be counted 
worthy of double honor." [1 Tim. v. chap. 17 verse]. "Against 
an Elder receive not an accusation but before two or three 
witnesses" [1 Tim. v. chap. 19 verse]. 

These are sotne of the parts of scripture, from which I plainly 
infer that the office of Deacon was one of consequence and 
dignity in the church ; and therefore not likely to be lefl to 
the entire and independent control of the brethren, especially 
while the characters to be chosen) the manner of choice, and 
the ceremony of induction or consecration indicated such cau- 
tious circumspection and solemnity. Deacons were chosen 
with as much delibertion as any class of officers in the church. 
They were as much ordained to their office as Elders, Evange- 
lists, Presbyters or Bishops. Even since the settlement of 
New England and within the memory of living men. Deacons 
were ordained by prayer and the laying on of hands as much as 
Pastors. And I find no authority in the Scriptures direct or 
fairly and plainly to be inferred for making the tenure of the 
office of Deacon less sacred than that of Pastor or any other 
officer in the church. By what authority, direct or implied, or by 
what reasoning do you infer that a Pastor cannot be removed or 
deposed even with good cause alleged and proved, without the 
advice and consent of a council of the churches, and that a 
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Deacon may be deposed without may cause alleged or proved^ 
not only without the consent and advice of a council of the 
churches, but without the right of appeal to or review by the 
churches ? Wherever this principle may come from, or from 
whatever it may be inferred, I am quite sure it is not found in, 
and cannot be fairly inferred from the scriptures. Your argu- 
ment then to establish your new and funaamental principle in 
ecclesiastical polity by reference to the scriptures amounts to no 
more than this : x ou say it is plainly inferred, without men- 
tioning any passage or text from whkh it may be thus inferred. 
This mode of reasoning recognises, the modern doctrine, — 
^ As I UNDERSTAND IT," which has been announced recently 
from a high political authority. The principle you would es- 
tablish you infer from the scriptures, as yon understand them ; 
without allowing to any other man or body of men the right to 
apply their understanding to the subject, to review or overrule 
your judgment. 

I have said all that can be necessary upon that branch of your 
argument, which relates to the scriptures as sanctioning the prin« 
ciple which you have assumed, and which I controvert. I pass 
to your reference to the Cambridge Platform, b^ sustaining 
your principle and the action upon it, by this congregational 
church. [2} Tou very justly anticipated that doubts would arise 
in all fair, honest and reflecting minds, whether the directions 
laid down in Matthew 18th, for proceeding against ^' moral " o^ 
fenders, had been followed in my case, and you endeavour to 
meet and obviate them by the following quotation from the 
Platform. '' If the offence be more public at first and of a more 
heinous and criminal nature, to wit, such as are condemned by 
the light of nature, then the church without such gradual pro- 
ceedings is to cast out the offender from their holy communijon, 
for the mortifying of his sins and the healing of his soul in the 
day of the Lord Jesus." 

From this passage in the Platform, you " collect the principhj 
on which this church has acted.^^ Your ingenuity in collecting 
such a principle from such a passage^ is certainly not among 
the least remarkable things in these remarkable proceedings, 
in the Congregational Church in Lancaster. The palpable, 
and total irrelevancy of the authority to the point it is brought 
to sustain, makes the reference an insult to the humblest under- 
standing. Can you not, do you not see the difference, immea- 
surably wide and deep, between the principles as well as cases. 
The analogy between the authority and the point you wish to 
sustain fails in at least two essential particulars. I. The au* 
thority supposes an offence public, heinous, criminal; such as 
would he condemned by the light of nature. Do you mean to 
tell the church and the community that I have been guilty of 
such an offence, and assume its truth and reality as perfectly 
notorious? No. You do not believe a word of it. Neither 
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you nor anj other responsible man or body of men, have dared 
or now dare to charge any offence, public or private, as the basis 
of your proceedings. And yet your authority presumes one of 
the darkest die, whose truth is perfectly notorious! II. The 
second essential point in which the analogy fails is, that the 
brother, (not an officer) thus notoriously guflty shall be cast 
out from the holy communion ; that is, excommunicated. You 
bring this to justify your mode of procedure, that is, you make 
it niean an officer thus guilty mat be removed from his officcj 
being still led with all his privileges as a christian brother un- 
impaired by the process. I do not think it worth while to spend 
any more time upon the pertinency of this reference to the 
Platform to sustain either the case or the principle, I should 
just as. soon think of quoting the Decalogue to'justify idolatry, 
murder, or theft. 

[3] Your next authority from the Platform is this. ^^ In case 
an elder offend incorrigibly y the matter so requiring, as the church 
had power to call him to office so they have power according to 
order (the council of other churche$y where it may be had directing 
thereto) to remove him from his office; and being now but a 
member, in case he add contumacy to his sin the church that had 
power to receive him into their fellowship, hath the same pow- 
er to cast him out, that they have concerning any other mem- 
ber." I agree with you that there is nothing found in scrip- 
ture to invalidate this power of the church. But then it is not 
the power, whose exercise you bring it to justify. It bears no 
resemblance to the power assumed by your principle. On the 
contrary, it is of itself, a full, conclusive, and triumphant refu- 
tation of your principle. I admit the analogy between the ten- 
ure of the offices of Deacon and Elder or Minister, which you 
must admit before you can make even any plausible use of the 

Quotation. And then what is the principle inculcated or laid 
own in the Platform? It is this. If the officer (whether Dea- 
con or Pastor) offend incorrigibly y the church may^ if a council 
of churches direct thereto, remove him from his office. In the 
first place he must offend incorrigibly. In the next place a 
council of the churches y if it can be nad, must direct to the measure. 
Can any language more plainly refute and put to shame your 
assumed principle ? You charge no offence corrigible or incor- 
rigible, you invite no council of the churches to see if they will 
direct to the measure, and refuse and deny the right and power 
of a council not only to direct but to review the proceeding. If 
I had no ground but this authority, quoted by yourself, by which 
to refute your principle, and by which to put you wholly in the 
wrong, I might safely rely upon this for both purposes. I do 
not know what estimate you form of the understanding of your 
church, but I should think you presumed quite as far as would 
be safe upon their ignorance and forbearance, by offering such 
an authority to sustain such proceedings. 
16 
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[4] The next authority quoted from the Platform is tloff. 
^ And if the church have power to choose their officers and nun* 
istersj then in case of manifest unworthiness and delinquency^ 
they have power also to depose them: for to open and shut^ 
jpboose and refuse^ to constitute is office and remove from office, 
are acts belonging to the same power." This passage, fron^ 
the Platform, you adduce to show '' the authority which the 
church has respecting the officers of the church collectively." 
1^ that it proves obviously upon its face, as well as by your 
admission, just the same authority in the church over the tenure 
of the office of Pastor as over that of the office of Deacon. 
Now the mode of exercising Um authority is particularly specified 
and laid down in the Platform [chap. 10. art. 6.] as quoted bv 
yourself. It is this ; in case an '^ Elder offend incorrigibly,'^ 
or [chap. 8. art. 7.] in case of '^ manifest unworthiness and de^ 
Unquency " in officers and ministers of the church; then, the of- 
fence bemg incorrigible, or the unworthiness and delinquency be* 
ing manifest; the church may, ^' the matter so requiring," '^ ac« 
cordinff to order,'' '' the council of other churches where it may be 
had, directing thereto f^^ remove the officer, whether Deacon, El- 
der, Pastor, or Minister, from his office. The power to choose 
and to depose, to open and to shut, to choose and to refuse, to 
constitute in office and to remove from office, is, indeed, vested 
in the church, not in the brethren of a church, by the Platform. 
But then the mode of exercising this power is also laid down, and 
is as much law, or a rule of action to the church, as the guar- 
^(ee of the power itself. The same law, which gives the pow- 
er, prescribes the form of using it. And you cannot call the 
law good and valid just so far as it gives the power, and pro- 
nounce it void and of none effect, so far as it prescribes the 
n^ode of exercising it. Your new and fundamental principle in 
church polity, claims, for the brethren of a church to exercise 
the whole power, disregarding all the prescribed forms of ex- 
ercising it. 

If you admit the authority of the Platform as giving the power, 
as you do, and I do, then I have a right to hold you to the 
same Platform as prescribing the mode of exercising the power* 
And by that, I show your proceedings to be wholly wrong and 
irregular from the beginning.* To say nothing of all the pro- 
ceedings antecedent to the vote purporting to remove me uom 
office; you had no right, either from the scriptures or the Plat- 
form, to call for such a vote, and my brethren had no right tf> 
give such a vote, claiming for it any validity, till they were not 
only satisfied of some offence or delinquency in me, but till they 
were also satisfied that I was, due means having been nsed, incor- 
rigible; nor even then, till they and you, if you were unanimous 
in the proceeding, had satisfied a council of the churches, if it 
^yld be had, both of my offence and incorrigibility, and they, 
the council, had ^ dire^e^ " to the m^^s^^re. This if the^ npi$ 
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the Platform, distinctly prescribed by the same scriptures and 
Platform. 

This favorite doctrine, upon which you have so strongly reli- 
ved /is alto^her false and delusive. The brethren have a right 
to elect to office J therefore the brethren have a right to remove from 
office. This doctrine thus stated has, perhaps, satisfied some of 
we brethren of the Gongr^ational Church in Lancaster, tliat 
their proceedings are perfectly canonical and regular. But 
nothing can be more diverse than the premises and conclusion 
of the proposition ; if it means, as the brethren suppose, that they 
have a right to remove at their own time, and in their owr^way, 
Lret us see for a moment how the principle, as you under- 
stand it, Would operate in other cases. The people have a right 
to choose a Governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
therefore the people have a right to depose him. And suppose 
the people, in the legitimate and due exercise of their right to 
elect, have chosen a Governor, and that the Governor has en- 
tered upon the duties of his office. The people have elected, 
and the people may depose. And suppose the people in the 
exercise of their deposing power should, " on motion, vote '^ by 
holding up their hands in their primary assemblies where they 
<3hose the Governor by ballot, in a month after he had entered 
uipon his duties, that Gov. Levi Lincoln be removed from his 
oiRce as Governor of the Commonwealth! Would the func- 
ti ons of the Executive, ipso facto, froi^ that moment, cease ? 
Oi* to take another example; a company of militia have a right 
to choose their officers, therefore, they have a right to depose 
tliem. Arid suppose they choose by ballot in the prescribed 
{<brm, a Captain, and the choice is consummated by a commis- 
aion, and the officer enters upon his duties. The company have 
a right to elect and therefore the company have a right to de- 
pose. And suppose the company in the exercise of their de- 
posing power, as they understand it, should " on motion," shoul- 
der muskets the first parade day and '^ lofe^ that Capt. 

be removed from his office of Captain of this. company." Would 
the functions of the Captain, ipso facto, from that moment,, 
cease!' 

It cannot be needful, that I should multiply examples of the 
«ibsurdity of attempting to draw your conclusion from your premi- 
ss, however well the proposition may sound. The broad and 
naked fallacy of your reasoning consists in disregarding the mode 
cf exercising the deposing power, which is correlative with the 
electing power. The same constitution and laws, which guar- 
antee to the people the right to elect their Governor, also pre- 
scribe the mode by whicH the people may depose him; viz. by 
impeachment for good cause alleged and proyedi The same 
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constitution and laws which secure to the company of militia 
the right to elect their Captain, also prescribe the mode by 
which the Captain may be deposed; viz. by a regular court- 
martial." The same authority, which guarantees the right to 
elect in both cases, prescribes the mode of deposing in both, 
viz. the constitution sanctioned by the sovereign power, the 
people. So the Platform of the Churches, which embodies the 
fundamental principles of Congregationalism as adopted by the 
brethren, wHo are the source of power in the church, prescribes 
the mode of deposing officers as well as secures the right to elect 
them. The new and fundamental principle, which you under- 
take (o establish, and upon which the congregational church 
under your care has acted, is complete and thorough nullifica- 
tion. It breaks up and scatters to the winds the nindamental 
law of Congregationalism. For, if the brethren of your church, 
or of any other church, may exercise the powers guaranteed to 
them by the fundamental law, as they or you choose to understand 
themy without the right of appeal or review by the other church- 
es, in the prescribed mode; then, indeed, is the fundamental 
law of Congregationalism quo ad hoc, broken up, nullified, de- 
stroyed. 

[6] The next principle quoted in your report from the Plat- 
form is this: "The power granted by Christ unto the body of 
the church and brotherhood is a prerogative or privilege which 
the church doth exercise; 1. In choosing their officer^, whether 
£lders or Deacons. 2. In admission of their own members, 
and, therefore, there is great reason they should have power to 
remove any from their fellowship again. ^' You say this princi- 
ple is worthy of notice in this connexion. With proper defer- 
ence to your opinion, the authority does not appear to be worthj 
of any notice at all as tending to establish your new principle 
in ecclesiastical polity. The right of choosing Elders or Dea- 
cons is not under discussion; nor the right of admitting mem- 
bers to communion each church for itself; nor yet the correla- 
tive of the latter right; viz; the right of removing from their 
fellowship again, any member they may have received to their 
fellowship before. The authority therefore is wholly and totally 
irrelevant to any proceeding of the church or any principle of 
action, or mode of action, which has been passed in review. 

I have now completed my analysis of your argument to prove 
from the scriptures and the Platform of the Congregational 
Churches, that the brethren of each and every church have the 
power to remove from office, ai their pleasure^ in their ovm way, 
without his consent^ a deacon, regularly chosen and inducted or 
ordained to his office, without complaint made, allegaiion proved, 
or cause assigned, I now proceed to the second main branch of 
your report; which indeed was the only subject referred to the 
committee; viz; a congregational church having exercised 
such a power, whether the aggrieved officer has a right to an 
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^^ppeal, and a review of tke proceedings againat him hy a coaa* 
cil of the churches. The following is the whole of your argn* 
ment upon this topic. 

<' Your committee have also oonsideored the subject of calling a council, 
which is referred to them. After consulting ecclenastical usaffe and CiU 
common opinioUf we atate what appears to us to be the ^wer of a mutaal 
cduncil. It is in the. church what a rule of court is in civil concerns ; 
with this distinction only, that in things relating to religion and (he disci- 
pline and government or the church, no measure is admissible which is in 
Its nature compulsory. If a cause is submitted to a mutual council, the 
parties should consider themselves bound by propriety and a sense of obli- 
gation to acquiesce in the decisions of the council. In vieliv of our present 
state, we refer it to the brethren to decide on the expediency of a measure. 
to which they are not obliged by any law of llie gospel or eccleAutical 
uwige. 

" Your committee -have likewise examined the cases mentioned in the 
Platform, in which councils are to be called, and in which the proceedings 
df one church are to *be taken cognizance of by otheT churches. The sec- 
ond provision is the only one immediately touching the case. It is thus 
expressed. [Chap. 15, art. 2] * By way of consultation one with another, 
when we have occasion to require the judgment anH counsel of other 
churches, touching any person or cause wherewith they mfly be better ac- 
quainted than ourselves. As the church at Antioch consulted with the 
Apostles and Elders of the church at Jerusalem about the question dTcir' 
cnmcision of the Gentiles, and about the false teachers that broached that 
doctrine.' This council at Jerusalem is the only one of which the Gospel 
particularly informs us.'' 

These two paragraphs emhrace the whole of your argument 
viponthe subject referred by the churchto the committee of whick 
^ou are the organ; viz, the expediency of complying with my 
^request for a mutual council. The view you tf^e in the first para* 
^raph of the character of ainutual council, whether you collect- 
ed it from ecclesiastical usage or the common opinion, is undoubt'- 
edly correct The churches whether singly or collectively have 
DO power either civil or ecclesiastical to call out the posse com" 
itaius to enforce their decrees. The churches in no form make 
such a pretension. The decisions or results of ecclesiastical coun- 
cils are called ADVICE, plainly intimating that there is no physi* 
oal^ompulsion in reserve to enforce them. They are addressed 
wbolly to the reason and consciences of men, who have pro- 
fessed to have reason and conscience io rule over them. To 
say that the decision of an ecclesiastical council therefore is not 
obligatory upon the parties, because it is not to be enforced by 
physical power, is to say, that the parties deny the power of 
reason and conscience as controlling and governing their ac- 
tions, and mean to be controlled and governed by physical power 
alone. When men publicly profess the religion of Jesus, and 
form themselves into communities or churches upon a common 
basis, plan, or platform, recognising certain commcm aod gene- 
ral principles of faith, government, and discipline; they become 
morally and religiously bound to abide by and be governed by 
those principles. There are obligations I trust recognised 
among christians besides the obligations that can be enforced 
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bj physical p<ywer. You say the parties ought ndt to, sulmiit i^ 
qaestion to a cocincil, unless they mean to abide by the decisioif 
of the council. That is undoubtedly correct. You then assume 
that the decision or advice of a council upon the question pro* 
posed would not be obligatory upon the church by any law of 
the Gospel or ecclesiastical usage ; and very correctly infbr 
from such premises that it would not be expedient to agree to 
submit such a question to a council . I take this to be the mean^ 
ing of the two last sentences of the paragraph, upon which I 
am remarking. - It is the only meaning I can extract from them, 
though I admit that they are abundantly dark and ambiguous^ 
Your iconclusion is correctly drawn from your premises, and 
would be conclusive upon the question of submitting to a council, 
if the premises themselves were true. But you assume in the 
premises, though the premises are ingeniously placed last in 
the paragraph, an important part of the question I proposed to 
submit to a council. I proposed a council '' to review the pro- 
ceedings of the church," which I protested against as " irregu- 
lar according to congregational usage, and unscriptural," to 
see and say whether the proceedings were according to con^ 
gregational usage and scripture. You meet my proposition by 
saying the church would not be bound " by any law of the 
Gospel or ecclesiastical usage " to regard the decision or ad- 
vice of a council, upon this question, and therefore, the question 
ought not to be submitted to a council by the church. Your 
premises are not true. The decision or advice of a council, 
would be obligatory upon the church, unless they deny all 
obligation except physical obligation. How could any differ- 
ences, whether of faith, government, or discipline, among breth- 
ren, be submitted to a mutual council, if one party have only tt> 
say the churches have not cognisance of the question, and there 
is an end of it ? 

The question I proposed is clearly by the fundamental prin- 
ciples of Congregationalism within the cognisance of a council 
of the churches. It is clearly proved to be so, by one of the 
authorities you quoted from the Platform, upon which I have be* 
fore remarked. At any rate, unless you mean to place the church 
in Lancaster upon her reserved rights, and consequently with- 
out the pale of Congregationalism^ you ought upon every prin- 
ciple to have joined me in inviting a council. The first inquiry 
by the council might have been, if you raised the question, Have 
we, by the principles of Congregationalism, cognisance of the* 
subject submitted ? You say they have not. I say they have; 
Let us reason together then befbre the council, upon this pre* 
liminary step. If the council should decide that they have no 
cognisance of the question, they would say so, and there wouM 
be an end of the matter. If they decide the other way, you 
would be bound to proceed to an investigation of the subject 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



^ „-J 



127 

Bubmitted, unless you place yourself without the pale of coogre- 
gationalism. Tou have not avoided nor evaded the question by 
refusing to accede to my proposition ; you have only compelled 
me to resort to another method of raising the question before 
the churches, which will be equally in accordance with the 
principles of Congregationalism. And the decision of the 
churches in this form of presenting the question will be equally 
canonical and equally obligatory upon you and your church. 
Tou may indeed remse to abide by a decision of the churches 
or to take the advice of a council; but by so doing, you deny a 
fundamental principle of Congregationalism, and virtually secede 
from the sister churches. ^ 

In regard to the topic of your second paragraph, last above 
quoted, permit me to say, I also '^ have examined the cases 
mentioned in the Platform, in which councils are to be called 
and the proceedings of one church taken cognizance of by other 
churches; and I can assure you that you have but poorly present^ 
ed the authority of the Platform upon the subject, in your partial 
extraftrt from one minor head of a general view of the subject. 
I have examined also some other authorities and commentators 
upon ecclesiastical polity, and I am very sure that the short 
paragraph you quote in your report does not present all the 
cases in which councils are to be called. But as I am not 
writing an essay upon ecclesiastical polity, but merely reviewing 
your report, I shall not here enter into the discussion further 
than may be necessaryfor my avowed purpose. The only pro- 
vision 1/ou find in the jPlatform touching the case, that is, the 
occasions for calling a council, is the following. '^ By way of 
consultation one with another, when we have occasion to re- 
quire the judgment and counsel of other churches touching any 
person or cause wherewith they may ,be better acquainted 
than ourselves." This being the only occasion, as you have it, 
in which a council is to be called, the church in Limcaster 
having no occasion to require the judgment or counsel of other 
churches, no other churches being better acauainted with the 
subject than the church in Lanca^er ; therefore^ we have no 
occasion, and it is not expedient, to join in inviting a mutual 
council to review our proceedings. I believe this is a fair 
representation of your authority and your reasoning from it. 
This is all wrong, premises, conclusion, and all. That is not 
the only occasion for calling a council. And if it was, are you 
quite sure that some other churches mi^ht not be better ac- 
quainted with the question I proposed for a council than 
^' ourselves " the church of Lancaster. The question relates 
to fundamental principles in ecclesiastical polity. Possibly 
some other churches might throw light upon the subject. We 
are prevented from observing and judging correctly of the size 
and proportions of objects as well by their being too near our 
•yes as by their being too remote. And I hare thought It 
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poMible that the Jlecords of the recent proceedings of the 
Church in Lancaster might be viewed as clearly and judged of 
as correctly, at a moderate distance, as they could be by *' our- 
selyes," enveloped as we are, in blazing atmosphere. Yoii 
wouki as efiectually cut off any appeal to a council on this 
authority as on those before remarked upon. A council may 
only be called when they know more of the subject than ** our- 
selves." But they do not know more than ourselves in this 
case, therefore, the occasfOD for a council has not occurred. 
Now if one party may always judge whether a council will' be. 
able to throw light upon a question, I do not see how the other 
party #an ever have the benefit of a mutual council's advice. 

The following are the principles in ecclesiastical polity, which 
you consider yourself as having established by the authorities 
adduced from the scriptures and the Platfbrm,and your reason- 
ing upon them in your report as quoted at length in this let- 
ter. 

*' Your committee will now sum up the principles, idhich have beem stated 
and which are all found in the scriptures and in the Platform , viz. 

1. The election and dismission of ajl officers in the church are delegated 
to the ohurcb'. We only except the dismission of a minister/ whicE has 
been specified^ and in which a council ^ if it can be obtained, is to be call- 
ed. 

2 This church has not in. the removal of an officer exceeded the pow- 
ers given and secured to churches. 

3. A mutual council is to be called when a council is needed to shed 
light upon the subject in agitation ; and when there is greater piobability 
that correct information will be found, and a conrect judgment formed 
abroad than, at home."' 

Ailer the analysis of your argument to establish these prin- 
ciples from scripture and the Platform, into which I have en^ 
tered ia my preceding review ot your report, it caniiot be ne- 
cessary that 1 should devote much time or space to a particu* 
lar examination of the character, tendency, and bearings of 
the principles themselves. They are certainly important, — 
very important, — fundamental principles in ecclesiaslical polity, 
of direct and weighty bearing upon the character and interests of 
the churches. Especially have they a bearing upon the ten- 
ure of the office of one of the two classes of officers known in 
congregational churches, which gives them a fearful importance 
to that class of officers in particular, if not to the whole congre- 
gational church at large. The intrinsic importance of the sev- 
eral principles above laid down by you, — the occasion which, 
has brought them before the public, — the source from which 
they originate,— and their practical recognition, in advance, by 
one congregational church, — aU conspire to give them interest 
and consequence, not only to the cfajurehes at large, but to the 
community at large, whose well being depends in no inconsid- 
erable degree upon the welfare of the churches. Whatever, 
therefore, may be the view taken of these principles, here- 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



hH^ ) ihhf Will ndt soon be forgotten. Wl|l6th6r tHi^ isAt falsei 
leffitimtit^ or spurious, thisy will kttkch^ for honor br for ibhimiey 
indelihly to their A)urce. 

The firftt principle advanced bjr f6\x ihj all oAcerb ih t bhurbh 
tnky be dismissed by thdd church done, Without th^ adVic)6 or 
directi6h of a council, eitcept tninisterti or (^astolis. This seems 
to be a general proposition; but^ DelKCoiM and Pastors being the 
only classes of officers kHoWn iil the congregatibhil church, it 
Ineanii no more nor l^ss than this : IMsHcons may be dismissed 
from their office, by the brethreli of a bhbrch, without the ad- 
vice or dii-ectioti of k cbllncil; but Pfrstbrs catthot, If h coun- 
btl miy be had. Agaitlst this princijple, I refet tb the bhoice, 
boiksecration, knd character of thb first bfficeHi of thi^ claims, 
Wh^n the officb was institiited by the inspiri^d Apostles; I 
tiefor to thb uniform language Used ih the Scriptiires in sp^ak- 
itig of the office; I refel- to the currbht history of thb church in 
kdl agbs; to show that the tenure of the obfee of Pastor, haii nb 
greater degree of saci-bdness attached to it than thM of Dedbbti 
or Hhy other class of officeni known in the histor)r of thb uni- 
versal church. And I refor, as condusiye upon thb subject, to 
the whole tenor of the Cambridge Platform, and particularly to 
one of the authoHties you yourself have quoted. All go to 
AhoW that the tehure of office is thb same in both ca^bs; ahd I 
biiter my humble protest, since it devolves upoii me kk the fihBt 
Victim of the hew principle, against the innovation and distitib- 
tibn you attempt to introduce. 

In regard to yobr secotid pHnb!(>le, ^hdt 'Uhis churbh htve 
Hot, in the removal of an officer, exceeded the powerli given ahd 
ttbcured to the churches, '^ permit me, as one of the partieii, to 
bay; this is the very question at is^ue, Whether they hatb b^- 
eeeded their power. Tou cannot for k inombht think, thikt a 
Vote of the party charged with oflTehding against thb laws bf 
bohg^egationalism, that they have not ^o dfibtidbd, settleii thb 
question. Suppose six men, bi-b ch&rged with bbnspiritag to 
destroy the character, hbppiness bnd usefblnbsii of one Othbr 
man; would a vote of the sup[^biied offenders, that the court had 
no jurisdiction of the case, pi*ove their innocence, or destroy 
the jurisdiction of the court ? The c?lSbs arb perfbctly p^ral* 
Ibl so far. If the conspirators, Who haVe voUd their OWtt itaiiO- 
bence, refuse submission to the decision of the cbuH, physical 
power Would coerce them to obedience. Bui if thb partjr dmM* 
ing agaihst ecclesiastical laws refiises submission to the dbbi- 
jiions of the proper ecclesiastical tribunal, thb t>artv so ofiblKJl- 
in^ and so refusing, only says iti sub^tbbbb thift thbj^ hdfb hbt 
the reason and conscience to rule oVer them, Whibh they p^b- 
ftss, and they choose to abandon thblie hiles atod ^labe theni- 
{Helves without the pale of congregatidlialistti. Vthich i&dbtibh 
would have the graver weight with reflecting men and professed 
christians, I leave with each to judge for hmiself 
17 
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Tour third principle has a more local and personal bearing 
then the others, though it is hardly less remarkable* ^^ A 
mutual council is to be called when a council is needed to shed 
light upon the subject in agitation.^' Tou do not inform the 
church whether a council may or mu^t be called for any other 
purpose than to shed light tipon the subject in agitation. And 
what is the subject in agitation? The tenure of the office of Dea- 
con. Tha$ in substance is the question I proposed t^ submit. 
The subject in agitation is not, at all, whether I ought to be 
removed from the office of Deacon ; but whether it had been 
done according to scripture and congregational usage. The 
subjtpt in agitation was not my personal qqalifications for the 
office, nor my general character, nor any particular transaction 
of my life. The church had not raised a question in any stage 
of their proceedings upon any of these subjects; and, therefore, 
I had no need to submit any of these subjects to the considera^ 
tion of a council. ^The question I proposed to submit to a 
mutual council related wholly to the tenure of the office of 
Deacon. And that question would remain unaffected, though I 
might be as pure as a saint or guilty of all the crimes enumer- 
ated in the decalogue. Tou greatly misrepresent the case, when 
you give as a reason why a mutual council should not be called, 
that a council is needed only when '^ there is greater probar 
bility that correct information will be found, and a correct 
judgment formed abroad then at home," if you mean by this 
to convey the idea that my charactiBr or qualifications for the 
office had anything to do with the question proposed to be sub- 
mitted. The proceedings of , the churcl|, which I wished to 
have reviewed, do not purport to affect my character or' to be 
based upon any personal qualification or disqualification for the 
office. On the contrary they prtfess to leave my character 
unassailed, by leaving me in the full possession of all the privi- 
leges of a christian brother, unaccused, unreproved, and in 
perfectly good standing among my brethren. We could not 
certainly need light from abroad to enable the church at home 
to see my character. The church never professed to have 
changed their views or to be in darkness or doubt about it, For 
ought I know from their professions^ I stand as well with my 
brethren now as I did when they unanimously elected me to my 
office. But they have thought it ex{)edient for causes known 
only to themselves to vote to remove me from my office, because 
the church have a right to elect, and therefore the church 
have a right to depose. Ahd it was " the desire " of a 
majority at that particular time that I should not be a dea- 
con of the church any longer. They may change their '^ desire '' 
if that is all the cause , necessary to move in the business, and 
elect me to the office again. The records of the acts of the 
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church would not show that, in the opinion of my brethren, I 
was not a very suitable person for (he office. 

Having gone through with the material parts of your report, 
I quote the remainder of it, which purports to assign the rea- 
sons of the Deacons for not giving an opinion upon the subject 
committed. 

'' Having thus stated the reaolt of our inquiries, we are persuaded that 
the brethren will excuse us if we refer it to them to decide on the expe- 
diency of this church complying with the request of our brother James Q. 
Carter, that they will unite wim him in inviting a mutual council. W« 
are willing to state the reasons of our silence on this subject. We have 
been associated with him as Deacons, and have, from motives which we ' 
believe our brethren will duly appreciate, not been forward in taking an 
active part in the proceedinsrs of this church. We assure the brethren 
that whatever may be their decision, they may rely on our acquiescence, 
and that it is our great desire and prayer, that the reputation, peace, and 
prosperity of this church and society may be as lasting as their existence.'* 

Your report, closing with this paragraph, purports, in the 
copy which I have, to be submitted ^* with christian affection, 
by Jonas Lane, for the committee." The brethren decided the 
question thus thrown back upon them, without a distinct opin- 
ion upon its expediency, by the committed, to whom they had 
before referred it for that very purpose, by the following vote: 

** Voted — ^that this church will not comply with the request of their 
brother James G. Carter to join with him in inviting a mutual council to 
review the^r proceedings against him.*" 

The true explanation for the seeming inconsistency in the re- 
port, in going into such an elaborate argument, drawn from the 
Scriptures, the Platform, ecclesiastical usage, and the common 
opinion^ without giving any opinion upon the subject investi- 
gated, is, that two of the three deacons had not only not been 
torward in taking an active part in the proceedings, but they 
had not taken any part at ail by a vote or the expression of an 
opinion in their favor. If your report had gone the length of 
expressing the opinion, which all its arguments go to sustain, 
that the church should not agree to a mutual council, the two 
deacons, I am well persuaded, could not have been prevailed 
upon by you, on any consideration to keep silence, while the 
brethren could adopt the report and the necessary vot^ of re- 
fusal of my request. The allusion to motives of delicacy in the 
proceeding is ingeniously framed and introduced for these two 
officers. Such a motive would be wholly inapplicable to the 
other officer whose name the report bears. And he would be 
the last man in the world to profess it fur himself. I have 
thought this brief explanation of the real composition of the 
committee necessary, in order to explain the monstrous incon- 
sistency, which appears upon the face of the report; that the 
deacons should feel no delicacy in advancing such an elaborate 
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im4 iMjrned iffguioeirt ta ccnvi^ice ^be chuTpk of the 0:(pedi#iioj 
of adopting a particiilar opinioD, and at last t;hink of the 4eliQ«^ 
oy; of thoir fexmer ifelatiop to v^, only wheiji thoj came tQ the 
Cii^icli^aa of the repojct, when it was Qece^sary to tell th« 
(i^urph w&at tbey had proved pr attempted to. prov^ by theii 
argument. 

I have now completed, in the best manner I have been able 
to do, the most irksome and painfbl duty, which has ever de- 
volved upon me, in the history of my relation to and intercourse 
with men. But if I have not altogether nustaken the bearing 
of your recent proceedings, it was a duty, to the performance of 
which, I was imj^lled by every virtuous motive, which could 
operate upon the ingenuous mind. I seemed to myself to have 
no alternative buit to rest under imputations of the gravest and 
most disgraceful character, direct and implied, cast upon me 
by you personally, and by the acting majority of the church 
imder your ^^are, a^d nublished to the world, with the united 
a,uthority and sfuictiop of youi: own name and the official recordii 
o^ the. congregational cjiurch in Lancaster. The attitude ia 
Vfjiich I ff^npA myself placed before the community, by circum^ 
l^cefi whfl% beyond vf^y control, though altogether and obvi: 
ously within your own, not only invited, but imperiously de-r 
manded my appearance before the public, unless I was prepared 
to abandon forever my character without even an effort to res- 
cue it from the ignominy and disgrace attempted to be fixed 
upon it by you. With what deep and sincere reluctance I have 
at last appeared before the pubhc, may be judged and inferred 
By the patience, and forbearance, with wluch I have sufferecl 
' my character to be assailed, my motives to be impeached, my. 
prospects of honor and usefulness to be impaired, and my pri- 
vate happiness and domestic relations in society to be cut o^' 
by these and by other meana and machinations sdtogether sinu^ 
kr to those, now detail^, steadily pursued for a series of years. 
I had practiced tl|e policy you so strongly recommc^ed, of 
evasion of pointy at issue and concession of important rights, 
and submission to abuse without rebuke, for several years ^ 
the most valuable part of my life. I had turned up my cheeks, 
with apostolic meekness, to be smitten, till the vulgar and pro<- 
fone had come to claim it as a right, and the idle and profligate 
had made it their pastime and amusement. At last, my pros^ 
pects of usefulness, honor, and happiness being thus impaired, 
they were threiitened to be utterly annihilated by your adopting 
and leading the church to adopt the slanderous imputationa 
which both ^ou and they had before resisted. Not satisfied 
with destroying or attempting to destroy by such combined e^ 
forts all the other interests and prospects which men hold dear; 
my moral character is at length attacked by you with the united 
strong of the church of Ohrist in Lancaster with their Butor 
at their head. 
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9iieh aa attack, madA by auoh means, and 'at auch a time, 
nod from % quarter so cespeoUbie and responsible, aertainly, t 

left me no alternative but to be virtually annibilated, or put my- « 

^elf upon defence in the only way left to me. I bave endeavored 
to mfi^t the diock with firipMss; and to defend myself with tfafi 
bumble ability ) po^ee^p, though I am very well aware, how ^ ^ 

much it faUs fhort of the demands of the exigency, in which I 
have been pW>ed. Though I have endeavored to make iny «l 

defence as thoroMgh and complete as I was able agaittst every 
point you have asMuled either directly or by implication, | trus)^ V. 

I have not gone beyond . I have not followed your example by t ' 

bringing into the controversy any new matter. I have only 
analyz^ and explained the topics introduced by yourself. If I 
h»A felt at liberty to go beyood the rule I prescribed to myself, 
[ should not have wanted occasions or materials for introducing 
gprounds of attack as well as <;)f defence. As you have repeat- 
edly introduced new matter ^ no other object that 1 can con- ' 
ceiv^ of but to be prejudicial to me, without anv provocation or 
allusion on my pait, and that top while some of my iac^s befor^i 
stated in explanatiea and vindication of myself against your in* 
flinuations, were yet staring you in the face, unanswered, unim*^ 
peached, and unexplained, you will pardon me, if I decline to 
turn round to meet vour batteries from any new 4|uarter, tiU 
jou have endeavored at least to reconstruct some, whiofa you 
^ve before opened upon me, and which it seems to me I have ' 
aomewhat shattered if not utterly demolished. 

In regard to the new principle in ecclesiastical polity relative « 

to the tenure of the office of Deacon in a congregational church 
which you have introduced to the consideration of the churches, 
and sustained by an elaborate report, I shall not, I cannot, ' . 
without a gross dereliction of duty, allow the question to rest 
where it is. I shall, at my earliest convenient time preaeni the ' t 

question for the consideration of the congregational churchea^ 
by an exparte council, which is the only way that remains, by 
<mr constitution and laws, for raising the question for argument 
and decision. In this duty, I am influenced, I trust, by 'coq- 
siderations altogether different from those of a personal nature. 
lAy personal interest and even the interest to you or the church ' 

in Lancaster are swallowed up immeasurably deep in the high - 
and important bearing of the principle in question upon the wel- 
fare of the church at lar^e aad the community. If your prin- 
ciple is correct and receives the sanction of the churches, then k. 
indeed the tenure of the office of Deacon is less sacred thwp^ .^ 
that of tbe very humblest civil office for the administration of \ 
municipal afiairs. If a vote by a majority of uplifted hands, in 
a meeting of the brethren not called for the purpose, is all that ; 
ia necessary to cause the functioas of that hitherto sacred, re- • ; 
eponsible, and dignified office to cease, then indeed it ii if9>R(if?r> X 
tant that the incambehts of the office throughout the congcega- 
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tional church at large, should be apprised of the tenure of their 
office, and that candidates and aspirants for the office should 
know the danger of the situation. Dangerous it certainly is, if 
the incumbent is liable to be deposed from an office, to which 
a community of descendants of the pilgrims attach so much dig- 
nity, importance, and respect, in a fit qF momentary or temporary 
excitement, with no cause assigned more weighty in matter or so- 
lemn in form, than a vote of a majority of uplifted hands, that it is 
their present desire the functions of the office should cease. What 
man of any self-respect, forecast, or knowledge of the oapriees 
of human nature, would trust his reputation and character in so 
hazardous a place ; defenceless and inviting to the attacks of 
the enemies of all the external forms of Christianity ? What 
would be the jeopardy, the absolutely miserable condition of all 
that class of officers in the congregational churches of New- 
England, if it was perfectly understood by the brethren and 
known in the community, that the process of deposing a deacon 
was so easy and so summary. Suppose, for example^ the 
antimasonic etcitement should pervade a community in which 
was a congregational church of a limited number of brethren, 
and there are many such churches and Communities around us, 
and suppose a deacon of the church should be so unfortunate 
as to be a mason, how long think you would he hold his office 
in the earctiement, if a majority of votes of the few brethren, 
subject to the influence of the excited community around them^ 
were all that should be necessary to appease the excitement by 
his removal. This is only an illustration of the danger of your 
principle. Who does not know and understand the liability of 
every community to temporary excitements, from religious and 
political causes, and even from local causes of a less permanent 
nature ! 

Upon this j^rinciple in ecclesiastical polity, a few hrt^renj 
to whom the exemplary purity of their deacon might be a stand- 
ing and pungent rebuke, could conspire to depose him, to dis- 
grace him, to ruin his character, under the sanctions of the 
forms of a church of Christ, when their machinations would 
otherwise be punishable at civil law. And if the congrega- 
tional churches should undertake to carry out the princifSe and 
expose that large class of their officers to its full effects, it does 
not require great sagacity to foresee, constituted as men and com- 
munities are of inflammable passions, and inveterate prejudices, 
as well as reason and moral worth, that the time is not distant, 
when either the office will become extinct, or the civil authority 
will interfere to disperse a combination so dangerous to indi- 
vidual character and rights. It cannot be that the churches 
will sanction a principle in their laws or usages, which would 
enable a few brethren to do under color of the church what 
they would be punishable for at civil law as a combination or 
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conspiracy to destroy private character wai reputation without 
such color of justification. 

Viewing the principle in this light, and apprehending from it 
the most dangerous consequences to the peace and prosperity 
of the churches, I have a duty in presenting the question for their 
consideration adtogether apart from any private or personal 
considerations. Considering how large a share of the laws of 
the Congregational churches is made up of usages and prece- 
dents, I have a most solemn and weighty responsibility to my 
brethren in office, to the churches at large, and to the cause and 
interests of Christianity, not to allow this, first application of so 
dangerous a principle to pass into a precedent, to be quoted 
and referred to hereafter to justify its future application to others 
in the same office. Whatever may be the decision of the 
churches, or whether they consider or decide upon it all, I shall 
have done my duty in this behalf, when I have presented the 
question to their consideration in the proper form. 

The cause and interests of religion are to be effected by this 
unfortunate controversy. I have not borne my part of it with- 
out a deep and painful feeling of apprehension of my personal 
responsibility in this regard. But I cannot persuade myself 
that religion or the churches of our particular persuasion have 
any thing to gain by smothering such proceedings as are ex- 
posed in this letter. Neither can I believe that the cause or 
mterest of religion, as I have learned it from its source, can re- 
quire any disciple, however humble, to submit to self-immola- 
tion, to spare the exposure of any other disciple or teacher 
however exalted. My reputation and prospects in life are as 
dear and important to me and the relatives and friends with 
whose confidence and afiection I am blessed, as those of any 
other man. And I never shall see them blighted and utterly 
destroyed by any man, or any body of men, while I have power 
in any fair and honorable way, to defend them. I appeal to the 
community, into whose presence, I have been obliged at last to 
come, to give my defence a candid examination. I invoke a 
kind and charitable reception of my effort; and if any find in it 
ought of bitterness or resentment, I assure them I have en- 
deavored to suppress all such feelings, however strong the 
provocation to indulge, them. If I have not been as completely 
and entirely successfiil as I hope; I trust the situation in whion 
I have been placed and the extraordinary circumstances attend- 
ing the previous stages of the controversy will afibrd some apol- 
ogy for my unintentional violation of the restraint I have en- 
deavored to impose upon myself. 

As to you. Rev. Sir, to whom I have sustained so many, so 
endearing, and so important relations, no language can describe 
or measure the deep and lasting regret, with which I have felt 
myself compelled to take this course. I sincerely believe you 
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bcive done me great ,^call64 foi*, and wholfy tthnecennnty iaqntfr 
But I hope you have done it with motiyes and t^urpoises, whicb 
W91 aid joM in the justificaiioh of jotir bdtit^, before other and 
more searching tribunals, t^n my mind, of any itito whose 
presence it is in my powet to bring you. If you cAh justify 
} your course to others, yod will haye no diflkuHy in juiMkying 

\ k to me. But let me beseech you, shotikl you eter think of 

tttidcing a reply to this letter, or of explainin|( or juMifyitig your 
eoursie to the community or the churches to meet my statement 
^ of facts fakir and plainly. Do not attempt to meet iacti^ {yroy^ 

h . ed or offered to be proved with equivocal and general deniak, 

I , lis you have done hitherto. Meet knd ahswet the main points 

' , of iny argument, and not busy yourself With little things of ho 

eonsequ#nce to Ibe-issues joined inth yon in this communica^ 
' * tion. The scrutinizing eyes of the community are upon you 

] now, and considering the higb and exalted sphere ih whibh you 

" - « have moved, they have a deep interest in your jilstifieatiOii, far 

above any interest or sympathy they can feel for me. But let • 
'. me assure you this community will expcfCt something, from sd 

' bxalted a source, more dignified, thorough, and satisfactory, than 

f Any thing you have yet broifght into the controversy. What-* 

* * * ever may be your fbture covrse in this controversy, 1 shall enr 

] deavour to bear my part with a becoming .firmness and con- 

. . stancy of purpose, always remembering for my consolation and 

support, however dear and highly cherished are the favourable 
regards of my brethren and fellow melt, it is a small matter 
i after all to be judged by ijien's judgment, compared With onr 

other aild higher responsibilities. If I have done you any in- 
justice in any part of this letter, if it could be pointed out to 
tnc, besides making you every atonement in my power, publicly 
. ' as well as privately, it would be a subject of more deep and 

poignant repprse to me than any thing that has yet occurred in 
% . fete history 6? this controversy. I cannot take my leave of you 

without repeating the assurance of my deep regret at the course 
you have taken, and particularly in obliging me to appear, with 
you at such fearful odds against me, before the pwblic. What 
estimate the public may form Of my defence^ I have no meami of 
judging beforehand. But of this, I think I am certakiy they 
must perceive that my situation was such as called for aR the 
L power, which could be supposed to exist in a much more able 

and experienced man, than your long sufibring and greatly injur* 
; ed brother, 

^ JAMES G. CARTER 

k • * Lancaster, April 1, 1833. 
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